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Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE ST ATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
v. ) RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
) 
Four Seasons Framing, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Corp., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-
COME NOW Defendants, Four Seasons Framing and Liberty Northwest Insurance 
Corp., pursuant to J.R.P. 3(E), and hereby oppose Claimant's Motion to Reset Hearing 
and to Compel ("Motion"). There is nothing for the Commission to compel and there is 
absolutely no reason to vacate and reset hearing. 
I. Defendants have disclosed all the information Claimant has requested 
It appears from the Motion Claimant is seeking the names and contact information 
for his coworkers between December 2007 and February 2008 as well as Four Season 
Pg. 1 - OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
Framing's tax returns for 2006 through 2008. Motion at 1T 4(c), (e), and (f). The parties 
discussed this information off the record during the March 3, 2011 deposition of Four 
Seasons Framing sole owner Odilon Medina. See Exh. A, attached; see a/so Exh. B, 
attached, at p. 42-45, 49-50. Defendants thereafter sent a letter to Claimant via facsimile 
on March 4, 2011 (see Exh. A) - the day after the deposition - but did not hear anything 
from Claimant about this case until being served with the Motion.1 
As stated in the March 4 letter, Claimant sought Four Seasons Framing's 2006-
2008 tax returns, and the identities of those employees who worked with Claimant 
between December 2007 and February 2008, "solely for the purpose of determining the 
names and contact information of possible witnesses in this case." Exh. A (emphasis 
added).2 Defense counsel requested this information from Four Seasons Framing on 
March 4 but had not received it prior to being served with the Motion. Counsel 
subsequently asked Four Seasons Framing again for this information, which is attached 
hereto as Exhibit F. 3 Because Exhibit F is the only information Claimant seeks in his 
1 Significantly, Claimant's attorney himself stated at Medina's deposition that obtaining the names of 
potential witnesses was "something we'll work out at a later date." See Exh. B, p. 45, line 5, attached. 
However, Claimant never once contacted Defendants to "work it out," instead choosing to file his Motion. 
2 It is important to note Medina testified he does not have personnel files or other information for his 
employees as far back as December 2007 through February 2008 because he retains such information 
only for three years and then destroys it as a routine business practice. See Exh. B, p. 13-16, 41-44, 51. 
Further, Defendants were not even aware Claimant sought the tax records or coworkers' names and 
contact information until receiving his "Notice of Deposition and Notice of Deposition Duces Tecum" dated 
February 1, 2011. See Exh. C, attached; see also Exh. D at p. 2 1f 3, attached. Nevertheless, Claimant 
attempts to argue there is "Discovery Outstanding" - presumably meaning the tax records and contact 
information - by citing certain of Defendants' prior discovery responses. Motion at 1f 1. However, 
Claimant's references are to three requests for production of Claimant's personnel file - not the files of or 
contact information for any of his coworkers. See Exh. E, attached. In other words, based on Claimant's 
discovery requests to date (see Exh. E), there was no indication whatsoever until February 1, 2011 that 
Claimant sought any information about his coworkers. It is specious for him to suggest otherwise. 
3 Please note Medina has the contact information for the individuals listed in Exhibit F only because they 
are currently working for Four Seasons Framing. As stated in footnote 2, supra, Medina retains 
personnel files for three years before destroying them; because the December 2007 through February 
2008 timeframe is more than three years ago, Medina no longer has contact information for any of 
Claimant's coworkers other than those listed in Exhibit F. 
Pg. 2 - OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
Motion and hearing is not until the last week of July 2011, there is no reason for the 
Commission to grant his Motion. Defendants have a strong interest in having this case 
heard and see no reason to further delay the litigation process. 
II. Permanent partial disability is not a noticed issue for hearing 
As stated above, the sole purpose for Claimant seeking and Defendants disclosing 
the information at Exhibit F is for Claimant to determine whether there are any witnesses 
he needs to depose prior to, or call at, hearing. Nevertheless, Claimant tellingly states in 
his Motion - and thus alludes to what is perhaps the real (albeit unstated) reason why the 
Motion was filed to begin with - that he seeks personnel and tax records to determine 
"whether the employees of the Defendant are currently legal in the United States which will 
establish that there is a labor market in Canyon County for Undocumented Immigrants." 
Motion at p. 3. Not only does this explicitly violate the parties' agreement that the 
requested personnel and tax records would be used "solely" to identify possible witnesses 
(see Exh. A (emphasis added)), but permanent partial disability is not a noticed issue for 
hearing.4 As the Commission ruled 16 months ago on February 23, 2010, Claimant is not 
entitled to seek this benefit unless and until he discloses his immigration status to 
Defendants. Exh. H, attached; see also Exh. I at p. 9, attached (September 7, 2010 Order 
stating "Claimant's claim for PPD benefits shall be omitted as an issue on the claim 
currently before the Commission"). With Claimant not having disclosed his immigration 
status to date, any labor market - whether legal or not - in Canyon County is completely 
and utterly irrelevant to any issue noticed for hearing in this case. On the basis of the 
above-quoted statement alone, the Commission should deny the Motion in its entirety. 
4 The only issues noticed for hearing are time loss, medical benefits, impairment, retraining, and attorneys 
fees. See Exh. G, attached. Additionally, it is entirely unclear how Claimant would even go about 
determining the immigration status of any of his former coworkers. 
Pg. 3 - OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
Ill. Defendants have complied with all of their discovery obligations in this case 
Claimant begins his Motion by stating he is requesting the Commission "compel[ ] 
the Defendants to provide information and documents in response to Claimant's Discovery 
previously served." Motion at p. 1. However, as explained below and at footnote 2, there 
is not a single discovery request to date to which Defendants have not fully responded -
and, notably, Claimant identifies no such discovery in his Motion.5 Nevertheless, in 
apparent support for his Motion, Claimant refers to the Commission's December 21, 2010 
Order Compelling Discovery pursuant to which Defendants were to produce a copy of 
Claimant's personnel file within 20 days. Motion at 1f 1-3. As the Commission noted in its 
February 24, 2011 Order Denying Reconsideration at page 3 (see Exh. J, attached), 
Defendants complied with that Order within the requisite time period. Even so, Claimant 
attempts to make it seem as though Defendants have not met all their discovery 
requirements, as evidenced by Claimant's reference in his Motion to both Defendant's 
prior discovery responses6 (Motion at iT 1) as well as Claimant's "Notice of Deposition and 
Notice of Deposition Duces T ecum" ("Notice"). Motion at iT 3. What Claimant significantly 
failed to mention in his Motion, however, is that Defendants timely responded to that 
Notice. See Exh. D. That is, Defendants specifically responded in writing to each of the 
additional items Claimant apparently was seeking in discovery and/or through his 
5 Medina testified he could not recall being asked by the surety to provide certain documents - namely, 
Claimant's personnel file. Motion at 1I 4(a). While a semi-accurate recitation of his testimony (see, e.g., Exh. 
B, p. 35-37, 47), this does not in any way mean Medina was not asked to provide the documents. That is, the 
surety previously had conferred with Medina on various prior occasions about certain documents, but Medina 
simply did not recall that at his deposition. See, e.g., Exh. Bat p. 54-55. 
6 See note 2, supra, regarding Defendants not knowing until February 1, 2011 at the earliest (or, more 
accurately, Medina's deposition on March 3, 2011) that Claimant sought the names and contact 
information of his former coworkers. Indeed, as previously stated, Claimant never served Defendants 
with a discovery request asking for this information, and it was not until an off-the-record discussion at 
Medina's deposition that Defendants learned Claimant wanted the names and addresses. 
Pg. 4 - OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
deposition of Medina. As indicated in Exhibit D, there were no additional items to produce. 
In short, Defendants have complied with all of their discovery obligations and are not 
aware of a single item they were required, but failed, to disclose. Defendants are not 
hiding any information or documents from Claimant and have attempted to work with him 
throughout this litigation. Unfortunately, this effort has been made far more difficult than 
necessary based on Claimant's multiple baseless motions to date and his complete lack of 
communication with Defendants. 
IV. There is absolutely no reason to vacate and reset hearing 
As explained above, Exhibit F contains a·ll of the information Claimant seeks to 
compel through his Motion. With a month and a half remaining until hearing, Claimant has 
more than sufficient time to either contact these witnesses for pre-hearing depositions or 
call them as witnesses at hearing. More importantly, because this is an accepted claim, 
Defendants have not denied an accident occurred (and have paid medical and time loss 
benefits thereon), and permanent disability is not a noticed issue for hearing, Defendants 
are baffled as to why Claimant needs the employee names and tax records in the first 
place. Further, and as also previously stated, there is absolutely nothing Defendants are 
hiding from Claimant. He has exhausted that issue multiple times throughout this litigation 
and his continual efforts to bring it up with the Commission need to come to an end. 
In short, the delays have to stop. Defendants requested calendaring on September 
24, 2010. Hearing has been set since March 3, 2011. Claimant has had more than ample 
time to obtain information he purportedly needs to prepare for hearing. There have been 
countless motions and multiple delays in this case to date. Claimant should not be 
permitted to continue to file baseless motions in an effort to delay hearing in this matter. 
Pg. 5 - OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
Enough is enough: there is absolutely no reason why hearing should not go forward on 
July 28, 2011. Defendants respectfully urge the Commission not to fall victim to 
Claimant's unsupported, unnecessary, and invalid pleas for more time. 
V. Claimant's counsel never conferred with Defendants before filing the Motion 
Finally, what is perhaps the most outrageous (not to mention duplicitous) statement 
in Claimant's Motion is his last: that his counsel "certifies that he and he [sic] made good 
faith and reasonable attempts to confer with counsel of the Defendants pursuant to IRCP 
37." This blatantly false statement is belied by Claimant's counsel own communications -
or, more appropriately, utter lack thereof - over the last three months. That is, as stated 
above, defense counsel sent a letter to Claimant's attorney the day after Medina's 
deposition reiterating what information Claimant requested from Defendants for the first 
time the previous day. See Exh. A. Defense counsel did not thereafter receive any written 
or oral communications from Claimant's attorney whatsoever until being served with the 
Motion. Significantly, Claimant offers absolutely zero proof in his Motion of such alleged 
communications and "good faith and reasonable attempts to confer with counsel of the 
Defendants." Indeed, rather than simply inquiring with Defendants as to the status of his 
request for the employee names and tax records, Claimant inexplicably instead chose to 
file a Motion and unnecessarily involve the Commission. What would have been resolved 
through a courtesy telephone call or brief letter has now necessitated Defendants 
responding to a baseless Motion and the Commission having to expend time and 
resources ruling thereon. Defendants accordingly request the Commission impose 
sanctions on Claimant, including but not limited to Defendants' attorneys fees, for having 
to respond to the Motion. 
Pg. 6 - OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL 
VI. The Motion should be denied 
For those reasons stated above, Defendants respectfully request the Commission 
deny the Motion in its entirety. Defendants are ready to proceed to hearing on July 28, 
2011. They are vehemently opposed to resetting the hearing date and have a strong 
interest in finally having this matter heard and decided after many, many months of 
unnecessary delays. 
DATED this \ ~~ day of June, 2011. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \t.\'fh day of June, 2011, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage prepaid, upon the 
following at the address indicated: 
Richard L. Hammond 
HAMMOND LAW OFFICE, PA 
811 E. Chicago 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Sam Johnson 
JOHNSON & MONTELEONE, LLP 
405 S. Eighth St. 
Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Ki 
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EXHIBIT A 
E. Scott Hannon 
KentW. Day* 
Mary L. McDougal Abajian-
.Kimberly A. Doyle-
*Admitted in Idaho & Oregon 
-Admitted in Idaho & Utah 
-Admitted in Idaho, Alaska, 
& North Carolina 
March 4, 2011 
LAW OFFICES OF 
HARMON&DAY 
PO Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
62U N Cloverdale Road Ste 150 
Boise, ID 83713-2215 
Telephone: (208) 327-7564 
Facsimile (800) 972-32U 
Richard L. Hammond via facsimile at 453.4861 
Hammond Law Office, P.A. 
811 E. Chicago St. 
Caldwell, lD 83605 
RE: CLAIMANT 
I. C. CASE NO. 
CLAIM NO. 
Dear Richard: 
Francisco Serrano 
2004-501845 
WC665-193139-00 
::iOtSf , t:dr'. 
LflkS· 1q~.1=s9 
Direct =-:wnh<:r: (208)327-7561 
Kimberly .Doyle( a Liberty .\!utual.com 
As a follow-up to our discussions off record yesterday during the deposition of Mr. Medina, I wanted to 
clarify both the records the Defendants are in the process of obtaining as well as the parties' 
agreement related thereto. 
First. Mr. Medina will be requesting his 2006 through 2008 tax returns from his accountant. After I 
have had an opportunity to review those documents and redact any irrelevant, inadmissible, or 
confidential information, I will provide copies to you. I understand that you seek these documents 
solely to obtain names and contact information of Mr. Serrano's coworkers during those years and, 
specifically, his coworkers from December 2007 through February 2008. Mr. Medina also is 
requesting Mr. Serrano's W2s for 2006 through 2008, which documents (if available) I intend to 
produce to you in their entirety. 
Second, Mr. Medina is in the process of locating his binder with his recent employees' personnel files. 
Once he has an opportunity to provide that to me for me to review, I will contact you regarding 
inspection of the same. You states yesterday your inspection of this binder is solely for the purpose of 
determining the names and contact information of possible witnesses in this case. 
lf you have any questions or concerns about this case, please contact me at your convenience. 
Please also let me know if anything I have stated above does not comport with your understanding of 
our agreements yesterday. On an unrelated note, my condolences once again to you and your family. 
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EXHIBIT B 
1 BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
2 
3 FRANCISCO SERRANO, 
4 Claimant, 
5 
6 
7 
8 
v. I.C. No. 2004-501845 
FOUR SEASON FRAMING, 
Employer, 
and 
9 LIBERTY NORTHWEST INS. CORP., 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
THE DEPOSITION OF THE HUMAN RESOURCE MANAGER OF 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 REPORTED BY: 
FOUR SEASON FRAMING 
TESTIMONY OF ODILON MEDINA 
MARCH 3, 2011 
22 MONICA M. ARCHULETA, CSR NO. 471 
23 NOTARY PUBLIC 
24 
25 
(208)345-9611 M & M COURT REPORTING (208)345-8800 1"-"' 
Page 2 Page4 I 1 THE DEPOSIDON OF ODILON MEDINA was 1 ODILON MEDINA, 
2 taken on behalf of the Claimant at Hammond Law 2 first duly sworn to tell the truth relating to 
3 Office, 811 E. Chicago Street, Caldwell, Idaho, 3 said cause, testified as follows: 
4 commencing at 9:00 a.m. on March 3, 2011, before 4 
5 Monica M. Archuleta, Certified Shorthand Reporter 5 EXAMINATION 
6 and Notary Public within and for the State of 6 QUESTIONS BY MR. HAMMOND: 
7 Idaho, in the above-entitled matter. 7 Q. Have you ever had a deposition taken 
8 8 before? 
9 APPEARANCES: 9 A. No. 
10 For the Claimant: 10 Q. I'm going to ask some questions. And 
11 HAMMOND LAW OFFICE, PA 11 everything you say is taken under oath. So make 
12 BY: MR. RICHARD L. HAMMOND 12 sure if you don't understand a question you say, 
13 811 East Chicago Street 13 "Mr. Hammond -- 11 or Richard. I prefer you call 
14 Caldwell, Idaho 83605 14 me Richard. Mr. Hammond is my father. I'm 
15 15 younger. Because whatever it is you say on the 
16 For the Defendants: 16 record it is written down. You'll have a chance 
17 HARMON & DAY 17 afterwards to review your questions and sign it 
18 BY: MS. KIMBERLY A. DOYLE 18 under oath. And if there is something I ask that 
19 6213 N. Cloverdale Road 19 you don't understand you have the right to say, 
20 P.O. Box 6358 20 "Hey, can you repeat that. 11 If you don't know 
21 Boise, Idaho 83707 21 the answer, feel free to say, "I don't know the 
22 22 answer to that. 11 
23 ALSO PRESENT: Francisco Serrano 23 Your attorney from time to time, as is 
24 24 my experience, will object and say my question is 
25 25 not the most proper question. If you know the 
Page 3 Page 5 
1 INDEX 1 answer I ask you answer it, unless she instructs 
2 TESTIMONY OF ODILON MEDINA: PAGE 2 you otherwise. 
3 Examination by Mr. Hammond 4 3 This is pretty informal. My rules that 
4 Examination by Ms. Doyle 53 4 I have for myself, if you have questions for me, 
5 Further Examination by Mr. Hammond 54 5 please feel free to ask them. I am more than 
6 6 willing to answer whatever question you have in 
7 EXHIBITS 7 trying to get this resolved and moving forward. 
8 A. Notice of Taking Deposition 8 8 So if you would state your full name 
9 Duces Tecum 9 for the record, please? 
10 B. Defendants' Answers to Claimant's 26 10 A. Odilon Medina. 
11 First Set of Interrogatories 11 Q. And do you have a middle name? 
12 and Request for Production of 12 A. Ponce. 
13 Documents 13 Q. And you don't have a second maiden 
14 C. Defendants Answers to Claimant's 36 14 name? 
15 Supplemental Discovery Requests 15 A. No. 
16 D. Response To Defendant's Request 38 16 Q. And what is your title at your 
17 for Supplementation of Discovery 17 employment? 
18 from Claimant 18 A. I'm self-employed. Which is Four 
19 E. Defendants' Supplemental Answers 39 19 Season Framing. I'm the owner of Four Season 
20 to Claimant's Supplemental 20 Framing. 
21 Discovery Requests 21 Q. And what kind of business is Four 
22 F. tmployer-Surety's Supplemental 45 22 Season Framing? Is it a corporation? 
23 Interrogatory and Requests for 23 Partnership? 
24 Production of Documents to Claimant 24 A. No. Just sole proprietorship. 
25 G. Order Compelling Discovery 46 25 Q. Is there anybody else that has any 
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Page 6 
ownership in the company? 1 
A. No. 2 
Q. Just yourself? 3 
A. Yeah. 4 
Q. And right now how many employees do you 5 
have? 6 
A. None. 7 
Q. Just yourself? 8 
A. Yes. 9 
Q. And what is the nature of your 10 
business? 11 
A. What does that mean? 12 
Q. What kind of work do you do? 13 
A. Framing. Residential framing, mostly. 14 
Q. And how long have you had your business 15 
running for? 16 
A. About 16, 17 years. 17 
Q. And in talking to your counsel she has 18 
represented to me that that business is tight. 19 
It is very difficult right now. There is not a 20 
lot of work out there. 21 
A. Yeah. It has been laid off for four 22 
years. 23 
Q. So let's go back to -- if you can 24 
clarify for me how long Francisco was an employee 25 
Page 7 
of yours? If you remember. 1 
A. I don't really remember. But on and 2 
off I feel it's been like three years, at least. 3 
Q. And the first question I have for you 4 
is, did you receive a copy of this document here? 5 
A. Yes. 6 
Q. And you did review it in its entirety? 7 
A. Um-hmm. 8 
Q. And it asked for any and all records 9 
relating to the claimant's history and 10 
employment? 11 
A. Yes. 12 
Q. And you did go back and look through 13 
yours files? Did you find any employment files? 14 
A. I did not find other than what I gave 15 
Kim. 16 
MS. DOYLE: Can I just interrupt for 17 
one second, if you don't mind. I think there was 18 
a "um-hmm" response a moment ago to one of the 19 
questions. I just want to, for the record, see 20 
if that was a "yes" or a "no." 21 
THE WITNESS: What was the question? 22 
MS. DOYLE: I think the question was 23 
whether or not you had reviewed the document. 24 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Yes. Have you 25 
Page 8 
reviewed the document entitled, "Notice of Taking 
Deposition and Taking Deposition Duces Tecum"? 
Have you reviewed this document in its entirety? 
A. Yes. 
Q. If you would mark this as Exhibit A. 
(Exhibit A marked.) 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) And after you 
reviewed it did you go back to your files to try 
to find any additional documents? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And did you find anything? 
A. No. 
Q. What prior documents did you provide to 
your attorneys relating to the employment of the 
claimant in the last -- since 2004? Do you 
remember sending any documents to your attorney 
relating to his employment? 
A. No. 
Q. So you never forwarded any documents? 
A. No. 
Q. To your recollection, when was the 
first time somebody asked you for employment 
documents related to his employment? 
MS. DOYLE: I'm just going to object to 
the extent it calls for privileged information. 
You can go ahead and answer. 
THE WITNESS: I'm sorry. Say that 
again? 
Page 9 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Do you remember the 
first time somebody asked you for the employment 
records of Mr. Francisco Serrano? Approximately. 
A month ago? Six months ago? Two years ago? 
Three years? Do you remember anybody asking you 
for those records --
A. Prior to her? 
Q. No. Prior to receiving this document, 
Exhibit A? 
A. She asked me. 
Q. Do you remember when? 
A. Beginning of this year. 
Q. At the beginning of 2011? 
A. Yes. Not sure. But something like 
that. 
Q. Do you remember her asking -- somebody 
else asking for the records -- anybody asking for 
those records before 2011? 
A. No. 
Q. Prior to the attorney -- being 
represented do you remember the insurance 
adjuster -- did they ever call you and ask for 
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Page 10 
the employment records of Mr. Francisco Serrano? 1 
A. I don't remember. 2 
Q. You don't recall ever being requested 3 
that information. Okay. 4 
During the employment with 5 
Mr. Francisco Serrano do you remember anything 6 
about his employment with you? Good, bad, or 7 
otherwise? 8 
A. Say that again? 9 
Q. During his employment with you -- you 10 
said earlier it was about three years off and 11 
on. Do you remember whether he was a good 12 
employee? Bad employee? 13 
A. Oh, he was one of my best. He's good. 14 
Good worker. 15 
Q. In what way? 16 
A. Responsible. 17 
Q. Was he on time? 18 
A. On time. 19 
Q. Did he work the shifts that he was 20 
requested? 21 
A. Yes. 22 
Q. Did he ever have any fights with other 23 
employees? 24 
A. No. Nobody in my company fights on my 25 
Page 11 
jobs, because that's number-one priority. I talk 1 
to them. 2 
Q. What I mean by fights is verbal 3 
altercations, disagreements that stood out 4 
that you recall? 5 
A. Well, if he did, it was things really 6 
minor. "You told me one measurement and it is 7 
this measurement instead." Just minor stuff. 8 
Q. Did he ever have a supervisory role? 9 
Like a supervisor, a manager, a boss, or anything 10 
of that nature? 11 
A. Say that again? 12 
Q. Was he ever supervising any other 13 
employees while he was employed with you? 14 
A. The way my job runs, when I'm really 15 
busy, you know, I leave somebody in charge when I 16 
go to another job. So probably he was one of 17 
them. I say, "Hey, take care of this. Measure 18 
everything. Make sure it is done the right way." 19 
But it was not titled that he will be one of my 20 
supervisors. 21 
Q. Let me just clarify. My understanding 22 
is you felt like you could trust him? 23 
A. Yes. 24 
Q. And if you were gone you could trust 25 
Page 12 
him to put him in charge for a temporary basis 
while you were gone? 
A. Yes. 
Q. According to to my record review it 
appears while he was employed he had two 
accidents with your company. 
Do you recall the nature of either of 
those accidents? 
A. Well, the first one I was not there at 
that time. And the main thing I noticed was he 
was working up on the roof. And I remember it 
was January. So it is still cold, and snow, and 
stuff like that. So he fell off the roof. 
Q. And do you remember what year that 
happened in? The first one? 
A. I don't remember. The only thing I 
remember it was January 26, I believe, of that 
year. 
Q. I'll represent from my review of the 
records it was the year 2004. Would that sound 
about the time when you remember the first 
accident occurring in 2004? 
A. I don't remember exactly. 
Q. And I'll represent there was a second 
accident that occurred in the first part of 2008. 
Page 13 
Is that about correct when the second accident 
occurred? 
A. That one, as well, I remember that was 
either the end of December or the beginning of 
January of that year. Which probably sounds 
okay. 
Q. I'll represent the medical records seem 
to reflect that it was in January of 2008. There 
was some discrepancy whether it was the last week 
of January or the first day or second day of 
February. 
Do you recall whether the second 
accident occurred in January or February? 
A. What do you mean if I recall? 
Q. Do you know if the second accident 
occurred in January or February? 
A. I believe it is January, as well. 
Q. And what was the nature --
A. That one I remember was one of those 
cycles in my business. That was the end of what 
we had going on. That was it. We stopped for 
awhile. And stuff like that. 
Q. Do you remember the names of the other 
employees that were around in December of '07 or 
January or February of '08? Do you remember the 
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Page 14 
names of any of those employees? 1 
A. Names of all of the employees? 2 
Q. Yes. 3 
A. With him? 4 
Q. That you had at the time. I will 5 
represent that he has informed me that he 6 
remembers there was about seven or eight 7 
different people working at that time. 8 
Do you remember any -- is that number 9 
about correct? 10 
A. Yes. Something like that. Five, six. 11 
Q. Do you remember any of the names of 12 
those people? 13 
A. I think one of them is Juan Ramirez. I 14 
believe another one is Alanzo. I don't remember 15 
the others. 16 
Q. Do you remember Alanzo's last name? 17 
A. (Speaking in Spanish.) 18 
Q. You need to speak in English. 19 
A. I was asking him if Alanzo was there. 20 
Q. Do you remember any of the first or 21 
last names of any other people that were there? 22 
A. No, I don't. I know there was more. 23 
MS. DOYLE: Can I just say one thing 24 
before we go on. Odi, all of the testimony has 25 
Page 15 
to be from you. So none of us can help you 1 
answer a question. I'm sorry we didn't explain 2 
that earlier. That is the reason why we 3 
hesitated. Thank you. 4 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Do you remember the 5 
phone numbers or addresses of any of those 6 
employees that were working for you at the time 7 
of the accident? 8 
A. Phone numbers? 9 
Q. Or addresses? 10 
A. I don't remember. But I got them. I 11 
know I got them. 12 
Q. You do have them? 13 
A. But I don't remember. 14 
Q. And where do you keep those records? 15 
A. In my files. 16 
Q. And what kind of files would you have 17 
on these employees? The five or six employees? 18 
Would you have their application, or any of their 19 
tax ID's, or anything like that? 20 
A. If one of those employees is still 21 
working for me, on the last job I got, that I 22 
just finished about a couple, three months ago, I 23 
do have. See, I don't have -- if they are no 24 
longer on the last jobs I have, I don't have any. 25 
Page 161 
I don't have those. 
Q. So you only have the records for people 
that worked for you up until three months ago? 
A. Well, I try to keep my records when I 
see people still working for me for three years. 
And then I try to storage them. 
Q. Would you be willing to go back and 
look at those files and produce the records you 
have on those employees that were there at the 
time of the -- that were your employees, those 
five or six employees, so that we can find out 
what they recall happening, also? Would you be 
willing to provide that information at a later 
date? 
A. If I were to look for it and I find it; 
yes. 
Q. The day of the accident in 2008, what 
do you remember happening on that day? 
A. Again, I was there at that time, but I 
didn't see anything. And the only thing I 
remember is they told me -- well, he told me, "I 
have to go to the --" I think that was through 
lunch time or something when he mentioned to me 
that he fell. He slipped. Because that was the 
end of that job that we had going. Probably a 
Page 17 
day or two later we finished. Or the next day we 
finished. And then he mentioned to me he is 
going to go back to his doctor to have it 
checked, because he slipped on the ice on the 
floor and he sit down. Going down to the floor. 
And I said, "Are you okay?" I just asked him if 
he was okay. And he said, "Yes, but I have to go 
back to my doctor and have it checked." 
And because of the prior accident he 
had I thought that was his problem. So I said, 
"Yeah, go ahead." I didn't know much about it. 
And after that I find out he went into -- he had 
problems. Still remaining problem from his first 
accident. So I don't know. 
Q. To your knowledge, did he slip and 
fall? Or do you have any knowledge whether he 
actually did fall in 2008 on the ice? 
A. Like I say, I didn't saw. 
Q. Were there other employees there? 
A. There were. 
Q. Did you ask them if they saw it happen? 
A. Yeah. That was through lunch time, 
like I say. And I think one of my employees said 
yeah, he fell down. Like he walked, and fell, 
and sit on his butt. But that was right on the 
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floor. But I didn't pay much attention, because 1 
it was not really -- to me was not really a risk 2 
or something really bad had happened, because he 3 
just -- it happens to anybody. You slip and sit 4 
down on the floor. 5 
Q. Do you remember the name of the 6 
employee that told you that? 7 
A. Like I say, we were on lunch time. I 8 
don't remember. But somebody mentioned it. 9 
Q. After the accident did you ever write 10 
down what happened? Keep a log of the accident? 11 
A. No, not really. Because I thought it 12 
was not really serious. Because, like I say, 13 
that happens to anybody. Very often you slip and 14 
fall down. 15 
Q. Do you have any records that would 16 
document who was working on that day? The names 17 
of the other employees that might help us recall 18 
who was actually there and saw it happen? 19 
A. Like I say, I just remember Juan. 20 
Q. And it wasn't Juan Ramirez or Alanzo 21 
that told you they saw him fall? Or was it 22 
somebody else? 23 
A. I don't remember. 24 
Q. But you do recall it was one of your 25 
Page 19 
employees that told you that? 1 
A. Yes. 2 
Q. After the slip and fall in 2008 did you 3 
ever offer any jobs from that date until today to 4 
Mr. Francisco Serrano? 5 
A. The Industrial Commission, I believe, 6 
contacted me a couple times saying he can be able 7 
to go to work on light duty. And I said, "Well, 8 
in construction -- there is no light duty in 9 
construction. My company is so little. If I had 10 
a big company where I can have cleaning people 11 
and stuff like that." That is what I told him. 12 
I don't have nothing. Actually, in construction 13 
there is a few things where it is really light 14 
for people in that condition. But when you have 15 
a lot of jobs going. I do a little bit of siding 16 
and putting caulking on the siding. That is a 17 
light job. But I only can hire somebody for a 18 
couple hours and that's it. I say if is he not 19 
willing to work with my business then I don't 20 
think I have nothing for him. 21 
Q. And I will represent my understanding 22 
is that you wanted him to be released from his 23 
work restrictions before he came back to work for 24 
you. Is that a correct representation of what 25 
Page 20 
you wanted to happen? That the doctors release 
him? 
A. Yeah. I want to make sure nothing 
serious happens again. That was it. But 
according to my knowledge with him, and 
experience, I really wish he was okay to go back 
to work for me. Because, like I say, he is a 
good guy. Good worker. 
Q. To be brief. I'm trying to find out --
I'm going to explain to you what I'm looking for 
and why I'm trying to find out. The work that he 
was performing for you, how hard of work was he 
required to do? On a daily basis was he required 
to lift more than 20, 30 pounds every day? 
A. Yes. 
Q. More than 50 pounds every day? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was he required to climb up and down 
stairs and ladders? 
A. Yes. 
Q. What other tasks was he required to do 
that required physical labor? 
A. The whole job requires physical labor I 
the whole day. And concentrate. 
Q. I'll represent to you I spent one day 
Page 21 
doing construction and never did it again. But 
he represented to me, and I want to ask if it is 
correct, that during the busy season -- he 
represented that almost every year he asked you 
for more money and every time you gave him a 
raise. And when he quit he was making about 
$14.50 an hour. 
Was that about correct how much he was 
making when he left? 
A. Yeah. Somewhere around there. 
Q. Do you know how much he was making when 
he first started working with you? 
A. Like $7.00. I don't remember. 
Q. And his recollection was he was paid 
more than other employers paid their employees. 
In your business experience would that be 
correct? In 2008 that you actually paid him more 
than other employers paid their employees for 
similar work? 
MS. DOYLE: I'm going to object and say 
there is lack of foundation. I don't know if Odi 
would know the answer to that or not. 
THE WITNESS: I don't know. I just go 
from my experience, and my needs, and what I 
expect. 
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Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) He represented to me 1 
that he thought he was being paid more than his 2 
friends who worked for other bosses. If you 3 
know, at the time of the second accident in 2008, 4 
was he being paid more than the average worker 5 
doing the same type of work for other employers? 6 
If you know. 7 
MS. DOYLE: Same objection. 8 
THE WITNESS: I don't know. 9 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) And he represented 10 
that you gave him as many hours as he wanted. To 11 
your knowledge, when he worked for you, did you 12 
ever tell him to limit his time working for you? 13 
Or did you say, "Hey, this is the work. I need 14 
you to do as much as you can"? 15 
A. I never forced anybody to do what they 16 
don't want to do. And sometimes my job requires 17 
to, you know, get it done as soon as possible. 18 
And it was based on that. Sometimes you work 19 
more than eight hours. Sometimes you work less. 20 
Q. And he represented there was many weeks 21 
when he said he wants more hours because he 22 
wanted to make more money and you gave him more 23 
hours. 24 
A. I don't go by that. I go by the 25 
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company's needs and my clients -- 1 
Q. Needs? 2 
A. Needs. Yes. Because after my 3 
employees is my clients. You know, I have to 4 
make them happy. 5 
Q. And would it be fair to say that during 6 
the busy season of construction that you and your 7 
employees work 50, sometimes 60-hour weeks? 8 
A. Fifty, yes. I don't think we went over 9 
50. 10 
Q. And how often did you work 50-hour 11 
weeks? 12 
A. Like I said, when the job is required 13 
to have it done as soon as possible. 14 
Q. On average, if we were to average the 15 
entire year, during the year of 2007 -- well, 16 
let's just say during the month of January, 17 
February, March of 2008, what was the average 18 
hours that you and your employees worked? If you 19 
~~m~~ W 
A. On the whole year? 21 
Q. No. Let's say during February of 2008. 22 
Do you recall approximately how many hours each 23 
week you worked on average? 24 
A. I will say no more than 40 hours at 25 
! 
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that time. 
Q. So after the accident occurred -- my 
recollection is that you don't have any documents 
reflecting either the first accident or the 
second accident? Any records, or any 
information, or e-mails, or letters that you or 
your employees wrote regarding those records? 
A. I don't have no records. I just fill 
out the form and send it to the insurance. 
That's it. 
Q. What was it you filled out? A 
performance? 
A. I believe just -- how do you call it? 
I can't think of it. When an accident happens. 
A claim form or something. 
MS. DOYLE: I think he said "insurance" 
and not "performance." 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) So the insurance 
company asked you to fill out paperwork regarding 
the accident? 
A. The report of the accident. 
Q. Did you fill that out? Or did somebody 
else fill it out? 
A. No. I filled it out. 
Q. I'm trying to be as brief as I possibly 
Page 25 
can. Did you ever take Francisco to the doctor 
for any doctor visits yourself? 
A. To a doctor visit? No. I don't even 
remember where we take him when the accident 
happened. 
Q. You don't know who took him? 
A. I don't remember. I think I did. 
Q. You might have? 
A. On the first time. 
Q. Oh, the 2004 accident? 
A. Yeah. 
Q. For the 2008 accident did you ever 
receive an actual copy of his work restrictions? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. You said earlier that you didn't want 
him to work if he had work restrictions or if he 
had an accident. How did you know what the 
doctor said? 
A. On the 2008 I don't remember if I 
filled anything out. Because he has his doctor 
and his record about that injury. When he told 
me I got to go have it checked I didn't --
actually, I didn't thought it was for that day. 
I thought maybe according to the past deal. 
Q. You are saying you are thinking it was 
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1 caused by the first accident in 2004 and not the 1 "Claimant's employer was Four Seasons Framing and 
2 new slip and fall? 2 claimant was making $480/week at the time of the 
3 A. That's what I think; yes. 3 January 16, '04 injury." 
4 Q. I'm going to hand you another document. 4 Is that number correct, to your 
5 Do you recognize this document here? If you 5 knowledge? 
6 would mark that as Exhibit B. 6 A. Probably. I don't know. 
7 (Exhibit B marked.) 7 Q. Do you remember your attorney asking 
8 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) I'll represent to you 8 you that question? Or your insurance company 
9 this is a document that I received from your 9 asking you that question? 
10 attorneys on or about the 24th of April 2009. 10 A. Like I say, I don't remember this. 
11 Have you ever seen this document before? 11 Q. And the second question they said -- or 
12 A. I don't remember. 12 answer was that he was making $14.50 at the time 
13 Q. I'll represent to you about a couple 13 of the second accident. That is the answer the 
14 months prior to April 2009 that his prior 14 attorneys gave. 
15 attorney sent a list of questions and request for 15 Are there any documents, to your 
16 documents to your attorneys. And I'll represent 16 knowledge, that this information was based upon? 
17 to you that the questions that were made by the 17 A. Say that again? 
18 attorney are listed here. And that the attorney 18 Q. The answer they provided here that we 
19 responded -- if we turn to page two. I'll 19 just went over. To your knowledge, was that 
20 represent to you that the interrogatory is the 20 answer a result of some documents that verified 
21 question that his attorney asked. And I'm 21 this information? 
22 pointing to the top of the page. In the middle 22 A. I don't remember. I remember he was 
23 where it says "Answer," I'll represent to you 23 making that much money. 
24 that that is the answer that your attorney 24 Q. The question I have is where did this 
25 responded to us. 25 information come from? Was this something your 
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1 To your knowledge, have you seen these 1 insurance company asked you? Or is it something 
2 questions and answers before? 2 you believe they might have gotten from 
3 A. I don't recall. I don't remember. 3 documents? 
4 Q. So to your memory you don't remember 4 A. Like I said, probably they did and I 
5 seeing -- 5 don't remember. 
6 A. I don't remember. 6 Q. You don't remember? 
7 Q. I'm going to go through a couple of 7 A. No. 
8 these, if we would. In their answer on page two 8 Q. If we turn over to page six. At the 
9 where it says "Answer." line two. And I'll 9 very bottom. Question seven. The question is, 
10 point to it. It says, "Since that time claimant 10 "List and describe with particular each and every 
11 suffered a subsequent event on January 28, 2008, 11 document or tangible object which you are aware 
12 when he alleged a slip and fall on ice at the 12 which in any way pertains to the case." And I'm 
13 employer." 13 referring to that, because there is a subsequent 
14 And what I'm hearing from you, you are 14 question that says, "Please produce such 
15 representing to me that you do believe that 15 documents." 
16 accident did occur? 16 Do you remember being asked to obtain 
17 A. Yes. 17 these documents relating to Interrogatory No. 7? 
18 Q. Let's turn to page four. If we turn to 18 A. Like I say, I don't remember this 
19 page four your attorney has represented to us 19 document. So I don't remember these questions. 
20 that your answer -- the question was, "Set forth 20 Q. But, to your recollection, you don't 
21 information of which you are aware concerning the 21 recall ever producing any documents to your 
22 claimant's employment, stating the name of 22 insurance company, your attorneys, regarding the 
23 employer, the period of employment, the rate of 23 accident, or his employment record, or anything 
24 pay, and the claimant's duties." 24 of that nature? Other than before January of 
25 And the answer the attorney gave was, 25 2011. 
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A. I don't remember. 1 
Q. So to the best of your recollection you 2 
don't recall anybody asking you for employment 3 
records when this question was made back in April 4 
of 2009? 5 
A. That's correct. 6 
Q. To your recollection, did anybody call 7 
you and ask you for the names of the witnesses or 8 
employees of the second accident? 9 
A. No. 10 
Q. Have you had any discussions with any 11 
third parties about the accident, to your 12 
knowledge? 13 
A. No. Honestly, I didn't thought that 14 
was, as I recall, an accident. I never discussed 15 
this. Nobody discussed this with me. But I 16 
might be wrong. 17 
Q. Before January 2011 how many 18 
discussions have you had with your attorney? I'm 19 
not asking what was discussed. But I'm asking 20 
how many discussions have you had with your 21 
attorneys before January 2011? 22 
MS. DOYLE: I'm going to object and say 23 
not to answer that question. 24 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Do you recall prior 25 
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to January talking to your attorneys? 1 
MS. DOYLE: Same objection. This is 2 
all privileged information. 3 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Before January 2011 4 
do you recall having discussions with your 5 
insurance adjuster from Liberty Northwest? 6 
A. Say that again. 7 
Q. Do you know who Liberty Northwest is? 8 
A. Yes. 9 
Q. They are the insurance company? 10 
A. Um-hmm. 11 
Q. And who is your contact person that you 12 
have been discussing with? 13 
A. Well, it was Gina. 14 
Q. Do you remember her last name? 15 
A. Bryce. 16 
Q. And do you recall having discussions 17 
with her regarding this case? 18 
A. No. 19 
Q. When was the last time you talked to 20 
her about this case? 21 
A. We never discussed this case. I don't 22 
remember discussing this case. 23 
Q. Did she ever talk to you about records? 24 
Did she ever call you and ask you to provide 25 
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records regarding the claimant and his employment 
with you? 
MS. DOYLE: Object to the extent it 
calls for privileged information if she is acting 
as an agent. 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) That is what we are 
trying to find out is dates. 
Do you recall having discussions --
after the accident occurred did you call up and 
talk to Liberty Northwest after the second 
accident in 2008? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. Would you have any notes or records 
reflecting when you talked to the adjuster? I'm 
not asking what you talked to her about. Just 
the dates. 
A. I don't remember. Because, again, his 
prior problem with the first accident, I thought 
it was all related into that. So I didn't really 
discuss nothing with nobody. 
Q. So your recollection is --
A. I don't remember. 
Q. You don't remember talking to her after 
the second accident? 
A. Exactly. 
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Q. So after February 2008 you don't recall 
ever talking to the adjuster for Liberty 
Northwest? 
A. I don't remember. 
Q. So your testimony right now is from 
January 2008 until this date today you don't 
recall specifically ever having any discussions 
with your insurance adjuster? With Liberty 
Northwest? 
A. Other than Kim. 
Q. Oh, I'm sorry. Not today. From, let's 
say, January 31, 2011, from then prior, do you 
recall having any discussions with the insurance 
adjuster? 
A. No. 
Q. We'll be as short as we can. And if 
there is any follow-up we'll do it at a later 
date. But let me see if I have any further 
questions. 
MS. DOYLE: To make sure what you are 
saying, Richard. Are you reserving the right or 
asking to be able to depose Mr. Medina again? Is 
that what you are saying? 
MR. HAMMOND: Let me finish my 
questions. Because I have about a hundred 
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1 questions. But where my mind is at right now I 1 privileged information. You can go ahead and 
2 don't think it is in everybody's best interest to 2 answer. 
3 go on for hours on this one. My mind is not 3 THE WITNESS: I do not remember. 
4 completely on it. But I need to ask a few more 4 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) So your 
5 questions. And if we can come back at a later 5 representation is you don't recall ever receiving 
6 date and finish it up. 6 the request outlined in one, two or three here in 
7 MS. DOYLE: I'm not trying to be 7 approximately April of 2009? 
8 difficult. I just want to make sure I 8 A. I don't remember. 
9 understand what you are saying and so that it is 9 (Exhibit C marked.) 
10 on the record. 10 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Have you ever seen 
11 MR. HAMMOND: Is it fair to say we'll 11 the document I just handed to you entitled, 
12 finish this up shortly and reserve the right to 12 "Defendants' Answers to Claimant's Supplemental 
13 come back and finish at a later date? Are you 13 Discovery Requests?" 
14 okay with that? 14 A. What does that mean? 
15 MS. DOYLE: That's fine. The only 15 Q. Have you ever seen this document before 
16 thing is I don't want you to rehash everything 16 that I have handed you? Exhibit C? 
17 you have already asked. But if there is new 17 A. I believe it is this one over here. 
18 questions. But considering the circumstances 18 Q. It's different. I'll represent to you 
19 that's fine. And that is a family issue, just 19 this was a supplemental. Answers to additional 
20 for the record. 20 questions. 
21 MR. HAMMOND: I appreciate the courtesy 21 A. No. 
22 on that. 22 Q. I'll represent to you that your 
23 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Let's turn to page 23 attorneys are asking my client about his 
24 14. On page 14 there are three requests for 24 immigration status. If he is legal. If he is a 
25 productions where the claimant's attorney asked 25 U.S. citizen. And then I'll represent to you 
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1 for certain documents to be produced. The 1 that I asked their attorneys what evidence do 
2 answers, as I am representing to you, that are 2 you have that he may or may not be legal or 
3 presented here -- well, question one asks for 3 documented. And they answered, as produced on 
4 copies of non-privileged information. And the 4 page three, where they said that there is no 
5 response was any documents available that are not 5 additional information relating to his 
6 privileged are attached. And I will represent 6 immigration status that was not previously 
7 some documents were attached. Medical records 7 provided. 
8 and payments made by the insurance company. 8 Do you recall ever providing -- and 
9 And in number two they requested -- 9 I'll represent to you this was made and sent to 
10 I'll represent to that the claimant's attorney 10 us on the 16th of September 2010. Do you recall 
11 asked for the copies of all files maintained by 11 ever being asked this question? 
12 the employer in connection with the claim, 12 MS. DOYLE: I'm sorry. Can I say one 
13 including but not limited to, employment files, 13 thing. I don't think that accurately captures 
14 complaint files, health files, medical files, 14 what the answer was. The answer to Interrogatory 
15 wage files, benefit files, et cetera. 15 No. 2 says to please see documents previously 
16 To your recollection, did you ever 16 provided in discovery. But it doesn't say there 
17 receive that request to produce that information 17 is nothing else. I don't mean to be picky. I 
18 back in April of 2009? 18 just wanted to put that on the record. 
19 A. I'm sorry. What is the question? 19 MR. HAMMOND: Okay. I apologize. 
20 Q. Do you recall receiving a request to 20 MS. DOYLE: No, that's okay. 
21 produce the information that was asked for in 21 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) To your 
22 request production number two? Do you recall 22 understanding, on or about September 16, 2010, 
23 anybody calling you and asking you for that 23 did you ever produce any information to your 
24 information? 24 insurance adjusters or attorney relating to his 
25 MS. DOYLE: Objection. Calls for 25 immigration status? 
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1 A. No. 1 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) I have just handed to 
2 Q. Do you remember them asking you about 2 you what is labeled as Exhibit E. Defendants' 
3 his immigration status? 3 Supplemental Answers to Claimant's Supplemental 
4 A. No. 4 Discovery Requests. Question two on page one 
5 (Exhibit D marked.) 5 says, "Provide any and all information and 
6 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) I'll represent to 6 evidence that you have relative to claimant's 
7 that during litigation we sometimes ask questions 7 immigration status, citizen status, ability to 
8 and the other side responds and says I don't 8 work." And then on page two I'll represent to 
9 understand the question you asked. And I'll 9 you that the defendants previously objected to 
10 represent to you after we submitted questions I 10 that. However, there is a supplemental answer 
11 sent this follow-up letter, Exhibit D. 11 that says, "See attached copies of Resident Alien 
12 Have you ever seen Exhibit D before? 12 and Social Security cards." 
13 A. No. 13 And at the very back, the very last 
14 Q. So I'll represent to you on Exhibit D, 14 page, do you recognize that document? 
15 about two-thirds of the way down, the paragraph 15 A. Yes. 
16 says, "On the 16th of September defendants failed 16 Q. What is that? 
17 to supplement their responses to claimant's 17 A. This is the documentation -- a copy of 
18 request for production number two requesting 18 what I ask every single employee. 
19 claimant's employee file and records, including, 19 Q. And when did you produce that to 
20 but not limited to, the following. All Social 20 your -- when were you asked for that paperwork? 
21 Security No Match letters. No. 2, Social 21 Was that in January of this year? 
22 Security Number audits, W-2 and I-9 audits, and 22 MS. DOYLE: Objection. Calls for 
23 records of such audits. And, three, 23 privileged information. Don't answer, Odi. 
24 correspondence sent to or received from any 24 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Did your insurance 
25 government agency." 25 company ever ask you for that document before 
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1 To your knowledge, do you currently 1 January 2011? 
2 have any of those documents requested in one 2 A. No. 
3 through three? 3 MS. DOYLE: Same objection. 
4 A. I didn't find it. The only thing I 4 MR. HAMMOND: He answered it. 
5 provide, that is the only thing I found in my 5 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) So you're 
6 records. 6 representing to me that you have that Social 
7 Q. To your knowledge, was there any Social 7 Security card in your file currently; correct? 
8 Security No Match letters received from 8 A. Yes. 
9 Immigration? Have you ever received a Social 9 Q. And the rest of the file, where is the 
10 Security No Match letter from Immigration? 10 rest of the file for his employee file? 
11 A. No. 11 A. I don't know. I couldn't find it. 
12 Q. Have you ever received a Social 12 Q. What is your policy regarding employee 
13 Security audit from the Social Security 13 files? Do you have a written policy how long to 
14 Department? 14 keep employee files? 
15 A. I don't remember. 15 A. Normally when I see that employee is 
16 Q. Have you ever had any written 16 not going to be longer working with me I put it 
17 correspondence with the Social Security 17 in storage. 
18 Administration, Department of Homeland Security, 18 Q. You put it in storage? 
19 or Immigration? 19 A. And then I keep it for a certain time 
20 A. I don't remember. 20 and then I destroy it. 
21 Q. You don't recall having any written 21 Q. And where do you destroy them? 
22 correspondence with them? 22 A. Sometimes I throw them in the garbage. 
23 A. No. 23 Sometimes I shred it. 
24 Q. If we can mark this as Exhibit E. 24 Q. Is your recollection that his file was 
25 (Exhibit E marked.) 25 probably destroyed because he had not been an 
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employee for three years now? 1 
A. That's the only reason why I think it 2 
happened. And this one right here is the only 3 
thing I find. 4 
Q. And where did you find that document? 5 
A. With my rest of the employees 6 
documentation that I have. It was there. 7 
Because I got -- all of them I got in one file. 8 
One binder. And it was there when I was looking 9 
for documentation. 10 
Q. So you're representing that you keep 11 
that document, the final page on Exhibit E, you 12 
keep that separate from the rest of his employee 13 
file? 14 
A. No. I got them all together. And I 15 
don't even know what happened with the rest of 16 
the -- it should not have been where I found it. 17 
Because when I storage stuff I should have 18 
storaged everything. 19 
Q. So you found it in somebody's file? 20 
A. No. I got all of the employees files 21 
in the same binder. All in the same. 22 
Q. Okay. 23 
A. My most recent employees I have, or at 24 
least working with in that time, I got them all 25 
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together. And when they asked me for records I 1 
was looking for some in my storage ones and I 2 
didn't find anything. And then I went to my 3 
recent ones and that is what I found. 4 
Q. So you found his in the recent one? 5 
A. Yeah. 6 
Q. Was it in a separate folder with his 7 
name? Or loose in the box? Where was it found? 8 
A. No. Like I say, I got everybody's just 9 
in one binder. 10 
Q. So everybody's employee file is in one 11 
big folder? 12 
A. Exactly. 13 
Q. Was his in the back or front of it? 14 
A. I don't know. 15 
Q. What color is the folder? 16 
A. It is just a one of those tablets. 17 
Gray. 18 
Q. So a gray folder? 19 
A. Yeah. 20 
Q. Do you still possess that gray folder 21 
with everything else in there? 22 
A. Yes. 23 
Q. Would that gray folder contain the 24 
names and addresses of the previous employees 25 
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that were working with the claimant at the ti~e I 
of the second accident? 
A. Like I say, if some employees are still 
working with me; yes. If not, I don't have it 
there. 
Q. So you are saying his file was supposed 
to be in storage and not with the recent ones? 
A. Exactly. 
Q. And for some reason that paper 
accidentally got put in? 
A. Exactly. And it is still there. 
Q. Still there today? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Have you been through that employee 
file? The entire file? The recent one? When is 
the last time you looked through that? 
A. The last couple weeks. 
Q. And how many employee files are in 
there? 
A. About six or ten. 
MR. HAMMOND: Off the record for just a 
second. 
(A discussion was held off the record.) 
MR. HAMMOND: We talked about formally 
disclosing -- allowing counsel and claimant to 
Page 45 
review the other employee files to see if we 
recognize any of the other coworkers to 
potentially find names, and addresses, and phone 
numbers of the other witnesses. That is 
something we'll work out at a later date. 
(Exhibit F marked.) 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Have you seen this 
document before? And I'll represent to you these 
are questions that your attorney asked the 
claimant. On page two I'll represent to you that 
they were asking the claimant about his 
immigration status. Whether he is legal, 
undocumented, subject to deportation or voluntary 
departure. And then they asked for his 
documentation to back that up. 
Have you ever seen this document or 
aware that these questions were asked? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you have any first-hand knowledge 
whether you know the claimant is documented, 
legal, or illegal, to the best of your knowledge? 
A. Say that again? 
Q. To your personal knowledge, do you have 
any knowledge about whether he is a U.S. citizen? 
A. I'm sorry, say that again? 
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Q. To your knowledge, do you know if the 1 
claimant is a U.S. citizen? 2 
A. Well, according to the record; yes. 3 
Q. That he is a U.S. citizen? 4 
A. No. Not U.S. citizen. 5 
Q. A legal permit resident? 6 
A. Yes. 7 
Q. To the best of your knowledge, is that 8 
true and correct that he is, in fact, a legal 9 
permit resident? 10 
A. I don't know. The only thing I know is 11 
the document he provided to me. 12 
Q. Do you have any additional information 13 
or understanding that would contradict that he is 14 
a legal permit resident? 15 
A. Say that again? 16 
Q. Do you have any information or 17 
understanding that would make you believe that he 18 
is not a legal permit resident of the United 19 
States of America? 20 
A. No. 21 
(Exhibit G marked.) 22 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) I'll represent to you 23 
that after the claimant asked in discovery for 24 
his employee file, I'll represent to you that 25 
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your attorney stated that they have requested it. 1 
And they will produce it at some time. And I'll 2 
represent to you, and correct me if I'm wrong, we 3 
went to the commission and told them we have 4 
requested this information. The defendants have 5 
informed us that they have asked them of their 6 
client and the client has not provided it. We 7 
would like you to order the defendant, you, to 8 
produce a copy of the employee file. 9 
Are you aware that the Industrial 10 
Commission ordered that you produce that within 11 
20 days? 12 
A. I don't know. 13 
Q. Have you ever seen Exhibit G before? 14 
A. No, I don't think so. 15 
Q. So you are representing to me you are 16 
not aware the Industrial Commission ordered you 17 
within 20 days of December 21 to produce the 18 
personnel file of the claimant? 19 
A. I don't remember. 20 
Q. To your recollection, did anybody tell 21 
you that you are ordered to do such? 22 
A. No. 23 
Q. When you filed your taxes did you file 24 
taxes separately or as a business for the years 25 
2007 and 2008? 
MS. DOYLE: Objection. Relevance. You 
can go ahead and answer. 
THE WITNESS: What do you mean 
separately? 
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Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Did you file taxes in 
2007 and 2008? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you file them personally? Or did 
you file them under a business name? 
A. I have my accountant. And that is what 
he has asked for me. I am a sole proprietor. 
There is only one way. Personal. 
Q. So you are representing you filed it in 
your personal name, to the best of your 
knowledge? 
A. Well, is it supposed to be in the 
company name? Four Season name? 
Q. I don't know. That is the question I'm 
asking. I'll clarify. The reason why I am 
looking for the information is my understanding 
is when those business taxes are filed there is 
information filed with the government that tells 
how many employees you had sometimes. How much 
you paid those employees sometimes. And how much 
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wages you withheld for those employees sometimes. 
A. They do all of the time. 
Q. So your understanding is in the taxes 
you filed it does have records relating to the 
income of the plaintiff? 
A. It is out there; yes. 
Q. And your understanding is you did file 
a W-2 for the claimant for each year he worked 
for you? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you have a copy of your tax returns 
for 2006, '07, and '08? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Would those tax returns contain 
employment records and information regarding the 
claimant's employment with you? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Would you be willing to provide those? 
Again, redacting and only listing again, off 
the record, if we can. 
(A discussion was held off the record.) 
MR. HAMMOND: We were off the record 
talking about tax records. Trying to find some 
resolution. And claimant's counsel did ask for 
just 2008, 2007, and 2006 tax records, W-2s, and 
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other employment records. Or a release to obtain 
the records for the claimant and claimant only. 
And also we are looking for not necessarily the 
release of the records for the employees, but the 
identification, phone number, and address of 
employees that would have worked the last month 
of 2007 and the first two months of 2008. Within 
a month of the date of the accident both ways. 
MS. DOYLE: So December 2007 through 
January of '08? 
MR. HAMMOND: End of February '08. 
Because we are still not sure when it happened. 
February or January. But if we go December, 
January, February, I think that is the way to 
narrow it. And that was in a discussion off the 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
record. 16 
Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) Who does your taxes? 17 
A. Bailey. 18 
Q. Where are they at? 
A. Nampa. 
Q. So you are representing to me you don't 
have a written policy of purging, or destroying, 
or deleting records? Nothing written down? 
A. No. 
Q. Do you have an actual -- just to 
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19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
clarify. And these are all of the questions I'll 1 
have. And I appreciate your patience on these 2 
questions. They may not make a lot of sense. 3 
You stated earlier that when an employee is not 4 
with you a certain amount of time then you 5 
destroy it. 6 
A. Um-hmm. 7 
Q. On average how much time do you wait 8 
before you destroy somebody's file after they are 9 
no longer an employee of yours? 10 
A. Up to three years, to my knowledge. 11 
Q. So after three years you destroy them? 12 
A. But when I see that people are not 13 
corning back, or I'm not going to call back, then 14 
I put them into storage and then I destroy it. 15 
Q. So how long do you wait to put it in 16 
storage? 17 
A. As long as I know if the employee is 18 
coming back or not. 19 
Q. Within a year? Two years? Three 20 
years? 21 
A. Three years. 22 
Q. And then after it is in storage how 23 
long do you store it before you destroy it? 24 
A. Anytime I need to clear some space or 25 
Page s2 I 
something. 
Q. And where do you have the storage space 
at? 
A. My house. 
Q. Is it in the basement? Out in a back 
shed? 
A. The garage. 
Q. Do you have a policy about keeping 
records if there has been an accident? Do you 
keep them any longer if there has been an 
accident? Or do you follow the same policy if 
there has been an accident? 
A. It's the same. 
Q. Do you have a different policy if there 
is litigation regarding one of your employees? 
Do you have a policy to keep it for any 
additional time? Or do you still destroy it all 
at the same time? 
A. All at the same time. 
Q. And last question is, to your 
knowledge, did you ever pay your employee, 
Francisco, over time? 
A. No. 
MR. HAMMOND: I'm done. No more 
questions. 
MS. DOYLE: I have one on cross-
examination. 
EXAMINATION 
QUESTIONS BY MS. DOYLE 
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Q. Mr. Hammond asked you a number of 
questions today about whether or not you had any 
conversations with the insurance company, with 
their attorneys, about producing documents that 
are relevant to this case. And I believe you 
said that you didn't remember either having those 
discussions, receiving any letters, or whatnot, 
prior to January of 2011. 
Does that sound accurate to you? And I 
can rephrase if that is confusing. 
MR. HAMMOND: I'm going object. It is 
leading and vague. 
THE WITNESS: The question is, do you 
have any records or information? 
MS. DOYLE: No, that is not what I'm 
asking. 
Q. (BY MS. DOYLE) My question was whether 
or not you remember Mr. Hammond asking you today 
about whether the insurance company or its 
attorneys had ever asked you prior to January 
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14 (Pages 50 to 53) 
(208)345-8800 (fax) 
Page 54 Page 56 
1 2011 for any documents related to this case? 1 that. 
2 A. I don't remember. I had that question 2 MS. DOYLE: I don't agree with that. 
3 before. 3 THE WITNESS: I don't remember. I just 
4 Q. That's fair. I'm guess what I'm 4 remember they asked me for the record. And I 
5 asking, then, really, is, is it possible that 5 don't remember when and stuff like that. 
6 the insurance company that your attorney is 6 Q. (BY MR. HAMMOND) So for my 
7 representing you in this case did ask for 7 clarification. You remember that they asked for 
8 documents from you either in writing, or by a 8 the records after January of 2011. 
9 telephone call, prior to January 2011, and you 9 But do you recall them asking for the 
10 just don't remember that happening? 10 records before January 2011? 
11 A. When I brought that information to you 11 A. Like I say, I don't remember. 
12 I am not even exactly remember what day that was. 12 MR. HAMMOND: I'm done. 
13 So I don't remember. 13 MS. DOYLE: I don't have anything else, 
14 Q. Okay. 14 either. 
15 MR. HAMMOND: But is it possible -- 15 THE REPORTER: Read and sign? 
16 MS. DOYLE: Wait. It is my cross-exam. 16 (Discussion held off the record.) 
17 MR. HAMMOND: I apologize. It was with 17 MS. DOYLE: He will waive signature. 
18 regard to the same question. 18 (Deposition concluded at 10:23 a.m.) 
19 MS. DOYLE: Go ahead. 19 (Signature waived.) 
20 20 
21 FURTHER EXAMINATION 21 
22 QUESTIONS BY MR. HAMMOND: 22 
23 Q. Is it possible that before January 2011 23 
24 they did ask for that information from you? 24 
25 A. It's possible. 25 
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1 Q. Do you recall receiving letters from 
2 them? 
3 A. The only thing I remember is phone 
4 calls. 
5 Q. No letters? 
6 A. I don't remember letters. 
7 Q. But you remember phone calls? 
8 A. Yes. 
9 Q. How many? 
10 A. Just a couple phone calls to set up --
11 MS. DOYLE: Wait. Don't give away the 
12 substance. That is privileged information. The 
13 question was just how many phone calls? 
14 THE WITNESS: Probably three or four. 
15 Q. (MR. HAMMOND) And during those phone 
16 calls they did ask for the information 
17 previously; correct? 
18 MS. DOYLE: Don't answer that question. 
19 That calls for privileged information. 
20 MR. HAMMOND: You asked the question. 
21 You opened the door. 
22 MS. DOYLE: I was just clarifying. 
23 Your question was just the number. 
24 MR. HAMMOND: But you did ask him about 
25 it previously. So you did open the door for 
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02/01/2011 16:26 20845 1 
RICHARD L. H~\.£\10ND, I. S. B. #6993 
HA..MMO:!SD LAW OFFJCE, PA 
811 East Chicago Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 453-4857 
Facsimile: (208) 453-4861 
Attomey for Claimant 
HAMMOND LA\<l OFF PAGE 02/03 
BF:FORE THE INDUSTRIAL COM:MISSION OF TIIE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO 
Claim.ant, 
V. 
FOUR SEASON FRAMING 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTIIWEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
I.C. No: 2004-501845 
NOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITION AND 
TAKING DEPOSITTON DUCES TECUM 
OF THE HUMAN RESOUCE MANGER 
AND 
NOTICE OF SERVICE 
The C1aim.ant aJso gives NOTICE he will take testimony upon oral examination of the 
HUMAN RESOURCE MANAGER or Person Responsible for maintaining and keeping the 
records of the Claimant and can ae<x>unt for Claimant's employee file and employro~nt before an 
officer authorized to administer oaths on the 3rd of March 2011 at 9;00 AM, and continuing G 
thereafter from day to day until completed at the Hammond Law Office, PA, 811 E. Chicago St., 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605, at which time and place you are notified to appear and take such part in 
the examination as you may deem proper. 
You are also hereby commanded to produce at the deposition date above any and all 
documents, records and evidence requested in Claimant's Dise-0very to Defendants plus 
KOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSffiON AND TAKING DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM OF I 
THE HU.MAN RESOUCE MANGER; NOTICE OF SERVICE 
02/01/2011 16:26 208453 1 HAMMOt'lD Uhl OF PAGE 03/03 
CJaiman.t's employee file(s), any and all records, documents, communications and evidence 
relating to Claimant's claim, Claimant's employment, a copy of the employee file(s) of each 
employee listed by tht: Defendants to t<;;stify in the nbovt: matter and correspondence in 
Defendants' possession relating to the Claimant's claims and Defendants Defenses herein that is 
not privileged and that was not previously provided 
DA TED this _ _.....__day ofFe:bruary 2011 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
document was sent on this Lday ofFebrum:y 2011, to: 
Kimberly A. Doyle 
Harmon, Whittier & Day 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road 
Boise, ID 83707 
Phone: (208) 327-7564 
Fax: (800) 972-3213 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S Eighth St Ste 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Fax: (208) 947-2424 
M&M Court Reporting 
421 WFranklin St 
Boise, ID 83702 
P: (208) 345-9611 
f: (208) 345-8800 
Hand Delivered 
U.S.Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Ex.press 
Court Box 
Fax 
Fax 
Attorney for Claimant 
D 
D 
~ 
D 
NOTICE OF TAKING DEPOSITION AND TAKING DEPOSITION DUCES TECUM OF 2 
THE HL1MAN RESOUCE MANGER; NOTICE OF SERVICE 
EXHIBIT D 
Kimberly A. Doyle 
ISB #8312 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON, WHITTIER & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Rd., Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) (208) 327-7561 
FAX 800-972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorney for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, 
Claimant, 
vs. 
Four Seasons Framing, 
Employer, 
and 
Liberty Northwest Ins. Corp., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) 
) 
) 
) DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO 
) CLAIMANT'S TAKING DEPOSITION 
) DUCES TECUM OF HUMAN 
) RESOURCE MANAGER 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
On February 1, 2011, Claimant Francisco Serrano filed a Notice of Taking 
Deposition and Taking Deposition Duces Tecum of Human Resource Manager 
("Notice"). Four Seasons Framing, Employer, and Liberty Northwest Insurance 
Company, Surety (collectively, "Defendants"), respond to each of the requested 
documents and/or categories of documents as stated in the Notice as follows. 
Defendants' Response to Claimant's Taking Deposition Duces Tecum of Human Resource Manager 
Page 1 
c 
1. "Claimant's employee file(s)" 
Objection. This request is duplicative (i.e., Claimant previously has requested 
this information from Defendants on multiple occasions and Defendants accordingly 
have responded to Claimant each time both formally in discovery and informally via 
letters). Notwithstanding and without waiving the foregoing objection, see Defendants' 
Supplemental Response to Request for Production No. 2 dated January 11, 2011. 
Defendants are not aware of any further documents responsive to this request. 
2. "[A]ny and all records, documents, communications and evidence 
relating to Claimant's claim, Claimant's employment" 
Objection. This request is duplicative (see Defendants' objection in Response to 
No. 1 above), overbroad, and unduly burdensome. Notwithstanding and without 
waiving the foregoing objections, see Defendants' Response to Interrogatory No. 5, 
Interrogatory No. 7, Request for Production No. 1, Request for Production No. 3, and 
Request for Production No. 5, all dated April 24, 2009; see also Defendant's Response 
to No. 1 above. Defendants are not aware of any further documents responsive to this 
request other than those already produced during discovery. 
3. "[A] copy of the employee file(s) of each employee listed by the 
Defendants to testify in this matter" 
See Defendants' Response to Interrogatory No. 6 dated April 24, 2009. Because 
no such employees are listed by Defendants in their discovery responses, there are no 
documents responsive to this request. 
4. "[C]orrespondence in Defendant's possession relating to the 
Claimant's claims and Defendants Defenses herein that is not 
privileged and that was not previously provided" 
None. 
Defendants' Response to Claimant's Taking Deposition Duces Tecum of Human Resource Manager 
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Respectfully submitted this 3rd day of March, 2011. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
Kimberly A. Doyle 
Attorney for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
hereby certify that on the 3rd day of March, 2011, I caused a copy of the 
foregoing document to be served by the methods designated below upon the following 
at the address indicated: 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S. Eighth Street, Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
VIA: first class mail, postage prepaid 
Richard L. Hammond 
Hammond Law Office, PA 
811 Est Chicago Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
VIA: hand delivery 
Kimberly A Doyle 
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LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax (800) 972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) 1.C. No. 2004-501845 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
vs. ) 
) 
Four Seasons Framing, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
Liberty Northwest Ins. Corp., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
I hereby certify that on the 3rd day of March, 2011, a true and correct copy of 
Defendants' Response to Claimant's Taking Deposition Duces T ecurn of Human Resource 
Manager was served upon the following by the methods so designated: 
Richard L. Hammond 
Hammond Law Office, PA 
811 E. Chicago 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
VIA: hand delivery 
DATED this 3rd day of March, 2011. 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S. Eighth Street, Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
VIA: first class mail, postage prepaid 
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6213 N. Cloverdale Rd., Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208)327-7561 
FAX 800-972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorney for Defendants 
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BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) 
) 
Claimant, } LC. Na. 2004-501845 
) 
vs. ) 
) DEFENDANTS' 
Four Seasons Framing, } ANSWERS 
) TO CLAIMANT'S FIRST 
Employer, ) SET OF 
) INTERROGATORIES AND 
and } REQUESTS FOR 
} PRODUCTION OF 
Liberty Northwest Ins. Corp., ) DOCUMENTS 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) 
COME NOW, Defendants, Four Seasons Framing, Employer, and Liberty 
Northwest Ins. Corp., Surety, by and through their attorney of record, Monte R. Whittier, 
and respond to Claimant's First Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production as 
follows: 
1 -DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANT'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES ... 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 1: State with specificity, particularity and in detail all facts 
which form the basis of any denial or affirmative defense contained in your answer, or 
upon which you intend to rely with respect to meeting the burden of proof imposed upon 
you to come forward with evidence to rebut any prima fade case that the Claimant 
presents in this matter. By this Interrogatory, Claimant seeks to know all facts which you 
will attempt to introduce into evidence concerning any denial or defense at the hearing in 
this case, and Claimant will move to strike all evidence not revealed in your answer to this 
interrogatory. 
ANSWER: Defendants do not deny that Claimant suffered an injury and accident 
on 1/16/04. Since that time Claimant suffered a subsequent event on 1/28/08 when he 
alleges a slip and fall on ice at the employer, however, Dr. Doerr released Claimant to 
work without any restrictions on 9/16/08 and indicated that a discogram conducted on 
9/8/08 was negative at L4-5 and indeterminate at L5-S1 with Dr. Binegar agreeing that 
Claimant's symptoms were not the contributing factor to his complaints. 
Since that release, Claimant incurred another injury on or about 10/06/08 when he 
alleges he got up from the couch and felt a pop in his back, pain, and fell to the floor. 
Defendants have no further information related to this event to comment as it appears that 
Claimant has not sought any additional treatment other than a visit to the ER and some 
subsequent pain medication. 
Defendants are continuing to evaluate this claim and will supplement this response 
if additional information becomes available. Defendants further state that any evidence 
related to Defendants' defense are in the documents which are attached to these 
responses. Defendants will continue to provide documents as they are received. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 2: lf you contend that the Claimant suffered from any pre-
existing condition at the time of the accident or onset of illness in this case, please state 
how such pre-existing condition manifested itself and the extent to which it constituted a 
hindrance to the Claimant resulting in a loss of capacity for gainful employment 
ANSWER: Defendants are not aware of any pre-existing conditions and refer 
Claimant to those records which are attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Please list all other claims of Claimant of which you are 
aware (including claims which did not involve the surety in this case) and state the date of 
the accident, whether or not any benefits were paid on the claim, and whether or not the 
claim was settled on a tump sum basis. 
ANSWER: Claimant suffered a subsequent fall on 1 /28/08 and also an injury on or 
about 10/06/08. Please refer to the documents attached related to the injury of 1/16/04 
and 1/28/08. Defendants have not paid any benefits related to the 10/06/08 injury as this 
was an event that occurred at Claimant's home and unrelated to the work-related events. 
In addition, pursuant to the Claim's reporting information, Claimant was involved in two 
additional accidents on 3/12/98 and 8/10/00. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: If you contend that the Claimant suffers from a pre-
existing condition which is the basis of, or contributes to the Claim~nt's present or future 
symptoms, complaints, condition, impairment, or disability, please state: the approximate 
date that the condition arose; the manner in which the condition arose; the source, cause 
or etiology of the condition; the name of the physicians who have diagnosed the condition; 
the dates on which the condition was diagnosed by each physician; the treatment 
rendered with regard to the condition, and the dates of such treatment by each physician 
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or other health care provider; the extent you contend that the alleged pre-existing condition 
contributes to the Claimant's present or future symptoms, complaints, condition, 
impairment, or disability; the manner you contend that the alleged pre-existing condition 
contributes to the Claimant's present or future symptoms, complaints, condition, 
impairment, or disability; and identify with specificity the medical or other documents which 
you contend evidences the factual basis for your contention that the alleged pre-existing 
condition contributes to the Claimant's present or future symptoms, complaints, condition, 
impairment, or disability. 
By this Interrogatory, Claimant seeks to know all facts which you will attempt to 
introduce into evidence concerning any allegation of pre-existing conditions at the hearing 
in this case, and Claimant will move to strike all evidence not revealed in your answer to 
this Interrogatory. 
ANSWER: Defendants are aware that Claimant had prior injuries, however, do not 
believe they have any relationship to the current conditions that Claimant complains of. 
Please refer to those documents attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Please set forth any information of which you are 
aware concerning the Claimant's employment, stating the name of the employer; the 
period of employment; the rate of pay; and the Claimant's duties. 
ANSWER: Claimant's employer was Four Seasons Framing and Claimant was 
making $480.00/week at the time of the 1/16/04 injury and $14.50/hr. at the time of the 
1 /28/08 event. Claimant's duties consisted of those related to construction labor/framer. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: State the name, addresses and telephone numbers of 
all those persons who have knowledge of the facts of this case, specify their relationship to 
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you, if any, summarize their knowledge, state whether or not you intend to call them as 
witnesses and summarize their anticipated testimony. 
ANSWER: Defendants have not yet determined potential witnesses and state that 
the following individuals may be called as a witness: 
Witness I Expected Testimony 
Francisco Serrano I May be called to testify to all matters at I issue including, but not limited to, pre-
employment history, medical condition, 
education, the injury in question, and to 
anvthinq else determined to be at issue. 
Arny Mahoney May be called to testify to all matters at 
issue including the claimant's worker's 
compensation claim. 
Unidentified co-workers or supervisors at May be called to testify to any matters at 
Four Seasons Framing issue, including, Claimant's employment, 
medical condition, work history, alleged I injury, and to-any other matters at issue. 
Dr. Joseph Verska May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. James Johnston May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
I diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. Timothy Doerr May be called to testify to any matters at I issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diaqnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. Sandra Thompson May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. William Binegar May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. Richard Silver May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, I Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, I 
diaqnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Unidentified medical personnel at St. I May be called to testify to any matters at 
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Alphonsus Hospital issue, including, but not limited to, 
I Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
I Unidentrned medical personnel at St. Luke's I May be called to testify to any matters at Hospital and/or Occupational Health issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
Charles Riddle I!, DPT - Rehab Authority May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
Ken Halcomb and/or Debbie Silsby-Kepner May be called to testify to any matters at 
- ICRD issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, employment, 
vocational rehabilitation, education, medical 
condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and 
Unidentified medical personnel at Treasure 
Valley Hospital 
Unidentified paramedics at Ada County 
Paramedics 
o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: List and describe with particularity each and every 
document or tangible object of which you are aware which in any way pertains to this 
case, and for each such document or tangible object, state its present location, the current 
name, address and telephone number of the person in whose custody it is, and state 
whether or not you intend to introduce it at the time of hearing in this case, either through 
direct or cross-examination or in rebuttal. 
ANSWER: Any potential exhibit can be found in the documents attached and/or 
those produced by either party during this litigation. Defendants have yet to make a 
determination on final exhibits and will do so if this continues to hearing. A final disclosure 
will be identified on Defendants Rule 10 disclosure. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 8: State the name, current address, and telephone 
number of the expert(s), if any, with whom you, or any person or entity on your behalf, 
have consulted in connection with this case. For each expert: 
(a) state the qualifications of the expert, including a full post-secondary 
educational and employment history; 
(b) state whether the expert conducted any test, analysis or examination related 
to this litigation; if so, describe the test, analysis, or examination in detail; 
( c) state whether any results or conclusions were reached as a result of the test, 
analysis, or examination; if so, describe them; and state whether the expert has prepared 
a report describing objective findings, opinions or conclusions; and if so, state the date this 
report was prepared and submitted, the name or other identification of the person to whom 
this report was submitted, and the name and address of each person who has present 
custody of the report; 
(d) summarize the expert's expected testimony, if any; 
(e) pursuant to Rule 705 of the Idaho Rules of Evidence, disclose all the facts or 
data which underlie the expert's opinion or inference; 
(f) state whether the expert is to be compensated for work and efforts in 
connection with this action; if so, state how much the expert is to be paid, whether the 
expert is to receive any additional compensation if you are successful in this action, and if 
so the terms and conditions of the additional compensation. 
ANSWER: Defendants have not determined experts and refer Claimant to those 
individuals identified in response to Interrogatory No. 6, above. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 9: As to ail persons whose names are set forth in answer 
to these preceding Interrogatories, have you, your agents, investigators or attorneys, or 
anyone acting on your behalf, obtained statements of any kind, whether written, recorded, 
steno graphically transcribed, oral or otherwise, from any of the persons so named in 
these answers to these Interrogatories? If your answer is in the affirmative, please state 
separately for each such person: the person's name, address and occupation; the type of 
statement which was taken (whether written, recorded or transcribed); the name and 
address of the present custodian of each statement so taken; the date on which the 
statement was taken. 
ANSWER: Any statements made by Claimant can be found in the records 
attached. Defendants have not yet decided if additional statements from co-workers or 
supervisors are necessary at this time and will supplement this response as discovery 
continues. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: If anyone who has knowledge of this case has had 
any communication with the Claimant regarding any issue in this case, please state the 
date of the conversation, the place of the conversation, the names, addresses and 
telephone numbers of all persons who participated in, heard, or observed the 
communication, and state exactly what the Claimant is alleged to have said. Claimant will 
move to strike any testimony of any statement attributed to him not disclosed in your 
answer to this Interrogatory. 
ANSWER: Defendants are only aware of communication between Claimant and 
those individuals identified in response to Interrogatory No. 6, above. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 11: State whether or not any investigation was made of 
the incident complained of in Claimant's complaint, and if your answer is in the affirmative, 
state the name, address and position or occupation of the person or persons making such 
investigation, and state all facts learned and opinions and conclusions drawn unless the 
investigation was undertaken at the direction of counsel and you claim that it is privileged. 
ANSWER: Defendants continue to investigate this claim and state that the case 
manager, Amy Mahoney, also did an initial investigation. Any documents that are not 
privileged related to this claim can be found in the documents attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: With respect to the investigation referred to in your 
response to Interrogatory No. 11 above, did the person or persons conducting the 
investigation prepare or come into the possession of any documents or writings which 
pertain to the incident? If so, please describe in detail the nature and contents of each· 
document or writing. 
ANSWER: Defendants are unaware of any written documentation related to 
opinions or conclusions reached by anyone who investigated this matter and refer 
Claimant to those documents attached received to date related to this claim. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: State whether or not you made an accident report or 
reports in connection with the incident complained of by Claimant, and if so, the place 
where such report or reports were filed. 
ANSWER: See the notice of injury reports which are attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: If applicable, please set forth with specificity, 
particularity and in detail each and every fact upon which you deny that the accident or 
alleged in the Complaint actually occurred on or about the time claimed. 
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ANSWER: Defendants have not denied. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: If applicable, please set forth with specificity, 
particularity and in detail each and every fact upon which you deny that the personal injury 
was caused by an accident arising out of and in the course of the Claimant's employment. 
ANSWER: Defendants have not denied. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: If applicable, please set forth with specificity, 
particularity and in detail each and every fact upon which you deny that the Claimant was 
temporarily disabled for the period he claims. 
ANSWER: Defendants have not denied and have paid benefits accordingly. 
Please refer to those documents attached evidencing payments made. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 17: If applicable, please set forth with specificity, 
particularity and in detail each and every fact upon which you deny that the Claimant was 
permanently impaired to the extent indicated by Claimant's physicians. 
ANSWER: Please refer to Dr. Doerr's report dated 9/16/08 wherein he opines that 
Claimant has reached maximum medical improvement with no restrictions and no 
permanent impairment. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 18: If you deny that the Claimant suffered the injuries 
alleged in his Complaint and/or in response to any discovery conducted by you, or if you 
deny that the Claimant has suffered injuries to the extent alleged, please state the basis of 
your denial, and set forth with specificity each and every fact upon which your denial is 
based, and identify with specificity any entry in a medical record which supports your 
contention. 
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ANSWER: Defendants do not deny that Claimant suffered injuries as a result of his 
industrial accidents, however, Claimant has fully recovered and has been released without 
restrictions and Dr. Doerr did not think that Claimant was eligible for any impairment. If 
disputes continue related to this issue, then those issues will be decided by the Industrial 
Commission at hearing. Please refer to those documents attached which support 
Defendants position related to this matter. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Please state the following information concerning 
each medical bill which has been submitted to you for payment in connection with the 
Claimant's treatment: the name of the health care provider submitting the bill, statement, 
or invoice; the date you received the bill, statement, or invoice; the amount of the bill, 
statement, or invoice; the date you made payment on the bill, statement, or invoice; the 
amount you paid on the bill, statement, or invoice; and the reason you paid less than the 
full amount of the bill, statement, or invoice. 
ANSWER: See the attached documents. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 20: If you contend that any of the treatment of the 
Claimant rendered by any health care professional or facility was either unreasonable or 
unnecessary, please state the basis upon which such contention is based; the name, 
address, and telephone number of any person or entity who has furnished you with 
information upon which the contention is based; the care which you contend would have 
been reasonable and necessary under the circumstances, and the basis for concluding 
that such care would have been reasonable and necessary; and the cost of the care which 
you believe would have been reasonable and necessary for the treatment of the 
Claimant's injuries. 
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ANSWER: Defendants are not aware of any medical treatment that was 
unreasonable or unnecessary and have paid benefits accordingly. Please refer to those 
documents attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 21: If applicable, please set forth with specificity, 
particularity and in detail each and every fact upon which you base any contention that the 
Claimant did not require any treatment obtained since the date of the injury, or as a result 
of the injury set forth in his Complaint. 
ANSWER: Not applicable. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Please set forth each and every payment you have 
made on the Claimant's behalf, and state the name of the party to whom the payment was 
made; the date you received the statement, bill or invoice; the date such payment was 
made; the amount of the payment: the percentage which the payment amount was of the 
amount billed; and the date which the payment was for (in the case of TTD and TPD 
payment). 
ANSWER: See attached documents. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 23: With respect to each medical bill related to the 
Claimant's work injury which you did not pay in part, or in full, please state the reason said 
bill was not paid in full. 
ANSWER: Defendants are not aware of any bills that were not paid and refer 
Claimant to those documents attached indicating bills paid to date. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 24: With respect to the Claimant's permanent disability: 
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(a) Please identify by date and author all medical records on which you rely in 
contending that any percentage of permanent disability results from injuries or conditions 
other than those claimed in the Claimant's Complaint; and 
(b) What evidence are you aware of which you may offer at the hearing in this 
case concerning the Claimant's capacity for gainful employment and his claim for disability 
benefits? 
Please state the name, address, and telephone number of each witness who will 
testify to this evidence, or who is the custodian of any such evidence. 
ANSWER: Based upon the information received to date, Defendants do not 
believe Claimant is disabled and unable to work. Please refer to those documents 
attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Please identify with specificity all physical and 
psychological conditions which you contend contribute to the Claimant's claimed 
disabilities. 
ANSWER: Please refer to Or. Doerr's report dated 9/16/08 and Dr. Binegar's chart 
note of 9/8/08. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 26: With respect to each document provided in response 
to REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7 below, please state the name, address, and 
telephone number of the person preparing the document, and state why the document 
justifies the denial of the benefit claimed by the Claimant. 
ANSWER: Defendants are not aware of any benefits that have not been paid and 
refer Claimant to those documents attached. Defendants refer Claimant to those records 
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attached related to any additional benefits that may be disputed. If such dispute exists, 
this will be an issue to be decided by the Industrial Commission at hearing. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Please state the Claimant's wages and benefits for all 
periods of time during which you employed the Claimant. 
ANSWER: See attached documents. 
REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: Please produce a copy of the non-
privileged material in the Claimant's claims file maintained by Defendants in connection 
with this claim, and a copy of any document evidencing other claims or accidents made or 
sustained by the Claimant. 
RESPONSE: Any documents available that are not privileged are attached. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: Please produce copies of all files 
maintained by the employer in connection with the claim and including, but not limited to, 
employment files, complaint files, health files, medical files, wage files, benefit files, etc. 
RESPONSE: Defendants will request this information and supplement this 
response if documents are available. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 3: Please produce copies of all statements 
made by any witness to the accident(s) in this case; copies of a!! reports of any 
investigations made by anyone of the Claimant's claims. 
RESPONSE: Please refer to those medical records attached. Defendants are 
unaware of any additional statements and further state that investigation continues in this 
matter and if statements are identified that have not been produced, this response will be 
supplemented. 
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REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 4: Please produce copies of all documents 
which you are aware of which may indicate any liability on the part of an third party for the 
damages or loss claimed by the Claimant. 
RESPONSE: Defendants are not aware of any liability of a third-party. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 5: Please produce copies of all medical, 
employment and vocational records in your possession or under your control relating to 
the Claimant, including but not limited to the correspondence, records and reports of any 
physician who has examined the Claimant at your request or with your consent, and 
copies of any medical records obtained pursuant to any release executed by the Claimant. 
RESPONSE: Any documents available to Defendants are attached. Defendants 
will continue to provide documents as they are received. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 6: Please produce copies of the Claimant's 
personnel file and all of the records of the employer, which relate to the Claimant. 
RESPONSE: Defendants will request this information and supplement this 
response when documents are received. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 7: Please produce copies of any document 
upon which you have relied in denying any benefit claimed by the Claimant herein. 
RESPONSE: Defendants have paid benefits related to this claim which is 
evidenced in the records attached. Any additional benefits disputed by the parties will be 
decided by the Industrial Commission at hearing. Please refer to those documents 
attached. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 8: Please produce copies of your records 
showing the information requested in Interrogatory No. 16 above. 
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RESPONSE: Defendants are unaware of any benefits that have been denied and 
refer Claimant to those records attached for payments made to date. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 9: Please provide a copy of any deposition or 
statement of any party or witness you intend to, or reserve the right to. use as an exhibit or 
for any other purpose either at trial, at any hearing, or for any other purpose in these 
proceedings. This request is intended to apply to any deposition or statement of the 
Claimant, including the deposition of the Claimant taken in this case, or any other party or 
witness. By "deposition" this request is intended to refer to all depositions, whether or not 
taken in this case. By "statement" this request is intended to refer to all statements, 
whether or not taken in this case. 
RESPONSE: Discovery is ongoing in this case and depositions and official 
statements have not yet been taken. If depositions are taken, Claimant will have an 
opportunity to obtain their own copy of transcripts. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1 O: Please provide a copy of any deposition 
or statement of any party or witness of which you are aware which tends to contradict, 
qualify, clarify, expand upon, or alter any other statement. the truth of which you intend to 
assert or otherwi?e rely upon at trial or for any other purpose in these proceedings. This 
request applies to statements relating to other statements made by the witness, or any 
other witness. By "deposition" this request is intended to refer to all depositions, whether 
or not taken in this case. By "statement" this request is intended to refer to all statements, 
including records, whether or not taken in this case. 
RESPONSE: See response to Request for Production No. 9, above. 
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DATED this J.4-f!:: day of April, 2009. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON, WHITTIER & DAY 
Montlll/r 
Attorney for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on the J-L(-1±- day of April, 2009 a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage paid upon the following: 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S. Eighth Street, Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
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Kimberly A. Doyle (ISB 8312) 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax(800)972-32~3 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BOISE LEGAL 
t.o({J- (9 313q 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE ST ATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, 
Claimant; 
vs. 
Four Seasons Framing, 
Employer, 
and 
liberty Northwest Ins. Corp., 
Surety, 
) 
) 
) 1.C. No. 2004-501845 
) 
) 
) DEFENDANTS'ANSWERS 
) TO CLAIMANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL 
) DISCOVERY REQUESTS 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COME NOW, Defendants, Four Seasons Framing, Employer, and liberty 
Northwest Ins. Co., Surety, by and through their attorney of record, Kimberly A. Doyle, and 
respond to Claimant's Interrogatories as follows: 
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Provide the date(s), case number(s), case name(s), 
and contact information for both parties' representatives for when either Defendant 
herein previously inquired through discovery, within the past twelve months, regarding 
any claimant that had a Caucasian or non-minority name (First or Surname) and 
1 - DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL DIS~V~pv 
REQUESTS ~u 1f 
[__ _____ _ 
inquired about the claimant's citizenship, immigration status, whether claimant was 
subject to deportation or voluntary departure, claimant's status of his or her application 
for immigrant or non immigrant status, or inquired about claimant's lawful ability to be 
present or work within the United States. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Objection. Defendants object to 
providing any information that is attorney/client protected, work product or produced in 
anticipation of litigation. Additionally, Defendants object to this interrogatory as the 
information sought is irrelevant and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, 
Defendants state they serve the exact same discovery requests (including but not 
limited to requests regarding "citizenship, immigration status, whether claimant was 
subject to deportation or voluntary departure, claimant's status of his or her application 
for immigrant or non immigrant status, or ... claimant's lawful ability to be present or 
work within the United States") on all claimants regardless of "Caucasian or non-
minority name (First or Surname)." 
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Provide any and all information and evidence that 
you have relative to the Claimant's immigration status, Citizenship status, ability to work 
lawfully within the United States of America. Please include how the information was 
obtained including the names of the witnesses or departments that provided such 
information. Specifically, but do not limit your answer to, any and ail evidence that 
Claimant herein is not legally present in the United States of America or does not have 
the lawful ability to work in the United States of America. 
2 - DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANT'S SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY 
REQUESTS 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Objection. Defendants object to 
providing any information that is attorney/client protected, work product or produced in 
anticipation of litigation. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, please 
see documents previously provided in discovery. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Provide the date(s), case number(s), case name(s), 
and contact information for both parties' representatives for when either Defendant 
herein previously inquired through discovery, within the past twelve months, regarding 
ANY claimant and inquired about the claimant's citizenship, immigration status, whether 
claimant was subject to deportation or voluntary departure, claimant's status of his or 
her application for immigrant or non immigrant status, or inquired about claimant's lawful 
ability to be present or work within the United States. 
ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Please see response to Interrogatory 
No. 1. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION N0.1: If any information provided in answer to 
Interrogatories above were obtained from any document, including, but not limited to 
discovery requests, please produce each and every document from which said 
information was obtained in the manner indicated above. 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 1: There are no such 
responsive documents other than those previously produced in discovery. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: Please provide claimant's employee file. 
Please include, but do not limit the response to any and all documents signed or 
provided by the Claimant, any employee manuals, time sheets, resume, application for 
employment, 1-9, etc. 
3- DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANTS SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY 
REQUESTS 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 2: Claimant's employee 
filed has been requested and this response will be supplemented if and when such 
information is obtained. 
DATED this~ day of September, 2010. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the \lo'-1!: day of September, 2010 a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage paid upon the 
following: 
Richard L. Hammond 
Hammond Law Office, PA 
811 E. Chicago 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S. Eighth Street, Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Kimberl 
4 - DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANTS SUPPLEMENTAL DISCOVERY 
REQUESTS 
EXHIBIT F 
/ Employee name I Contact information 
I Juan Ramirez 2819 S. Georgia Ave. #63 
I Caldwell, ID 83605 
I 208.713.8521 
1 Augustine Rosa Mendoza 5015 Ustick Rd. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
208.602.1923 
Angel Fernando Soto 2928 Cougar Ave. 
Nampa, ID 83687 
208.350.9454 
a Control number 
24 I Void 0 I 
b Employer Identification number (EIN) 
82-0475505 
c Employer's name. address, end ZIP code 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
ecurity number 
e Employee's first name and Initial Last name 
FRANCISCO O. SERRANO 
6507 EVERETT STREET 
BOISE ID 83704 
) 
f Employee's addl"ess and ZIP code 
1!1 Stale Empk>yel"$ &*<I> 10 nu~r 111si--.lipo ..... 
ID I 000352391 21741.25 
. ,..~~-~~·~· ..... . ,, ............ 
I 
W 2 Wage and Tax Form • Statement 
Copy D-For Employer. 
OAA 
OMB No. 1546-0008 
1 Wag<1i, •pg. o~r COO'lj)etitaUQn 2 Federal Income tax wtthheld 
21741.25 585.00 
l Social l!'lcvrtty wages <4 Socllll security i.,ix wl\hhek! 
21741.25 1347.96 
!l Medicare wages and lips e Mtldicare tax wilhhekl 
21741.25 315.26 
7 Social MCU1i1y lips a Alloca~ tip<i 
9 Advance EiC payment 10 Oepoodent cam bene~m 
Suff. 11 Nonquallfled pla"" 12a See Instructions for box 12 I I 
13 St•Mory Relil~&nt ihlrd·party 32b nptoyee ~ fl pay • I t 
14 Other 12a c 
I ~ 
12d 
i I 
11 Si.IC! inoome t.x 1a.___..,., ..... t• ~-I it1CQ01e lax 20 LQ<.4"iiynom< 
267.00 
,.,.,, . . ...... ~ .. -- .. -.. --.. '···- ·-·-····-······· 
2006 Dopllrtm1m\ Qf th9 T«1asury. Internal R<>venue Service For l"rtva<:y Act and Paperwork Reduction 
Aot Notfcv-, HO- baf;k ot Copy D. 
STATE OF IDAHO· DEPARTME 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657 410 
FEDERAL !DENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2 -0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(Verify a.nd make "'""'"'"ary eom>ctlono.) 
1. LEGAL ENTllY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
I 
CASHIER 
iOAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IOAHO 8373S-0610 
Telephone: (201!.) 332-3576 or (800} ~-2977 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME. MAILING 
AOORESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGET11ER WITH 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
Nf5:'N MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGS:O; EFFECilVE DATE: 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO Box 876 
Nampa ID 83653 
NEW OWNERS; 
J 
CEASED OPERATIONS; 
IMPORTANT~ MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
EFFECTIVE DA TE: 
2. DATE QUARTERL YTAX REPORT IS DUE: 4/30/06 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PA!O: 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAIO: 1 
CON.Tfl!BUTION RA TE ADMINISTRATIVE RESERVE RATE WORKFORCE DEVEl.Of>MENT RAT<: 
4. TAX RATE: 1.388 + + . 0 .043 = 1. 431 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER 
,, 
~;..--. 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents} 39,025 ·. ;,· . 
. •' .. ,, 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS ! "-"" .·;~. £.~;:·. . ...... THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 29,200.00 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: ($<>& inwl)ci\0!1$,) (Drop cents) ,. ... ... 
". 
' 7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) {Drop cents) 39,025 .-
-· ~ . 
8. TAX DUE: {Multiply Une 7 by 1.431 o/o} 558. 45 
9. ADD 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
LATE 2 - 00 .,.. OF TAX DUE. TIMES THE MIJMBER OF MON'THS!OR POfrnON THEREOF]Af'TER DUE DATE. · 
-OR· 
PENALIY: $ l 0 · 00 TIMES THE Nl.IMSER OF MONTHS (00 PORTION THEREOF) ,4FTCR DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DU.E FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LfNE 9) 558. 115 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT ANO/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATTACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.} 
12 TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box if payment was m<¥1e by E.F.T.) D Make checks oavable to: 1DAHO OOL 558. 45 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOO THAT INCLUDED 1$TMONTH 2NDMONTH 3ROMONTH ltlOUARTER INOIJARTER INOOARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. lF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
00 NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 12 12 12 
*""'" CHECK THE FOLLOWING SOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED THE WAGE REPORT ON i APE. OR DISKETTE RATHER THAN ON THE 0 REVERSE S<DE (FORM TAX026). 
J CERTIFY TAATIBE INFORMATION 0011ilS R8'0RT IS TRUE ANO CORRECT UNDER CRIMINAL PENAL TI PROVISIONS Of' THE IDAHO CODE SECTION 72 • 1371 
Slanature Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFFICE usi= ONL y OA TE RECOIP¢S1MAR1<ED 
' 
M026 n 
I 
TAX026 
tnt:V :r.:7JC2l 
STATE OF JDAHO-DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE ?AID: 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME ANO ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO BOX 876 
NAMPA 
1 
ID 83653-0876 
CASHIER 
IDAHO OEPARTMENT OF l...ASOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
801$£ lDAHO 33T'....5-0610 
To~one: (203) 332-J57ij qr {600) 448-2977 
IMPORTAITT: 
Mak.e NO prior quarter a;;ijustments 
on this report. 
Adjustments to wages raporte(i in 
previous quarters must be 
submltt&d SEPARATELY. 
DO NOT lnctudfi negat.iw wages on 
this report. 
D CHECK HERE IF YOU WlSH TC RECSVE INFORMATlON ON REPORTING WAOES VIA P€RSOtW.. COMPUTER 01$1<ETTaS OR OOW~OAO FROM HTT?~JWWW.i.AeOR.STAiE.IO,US 
n CHECK He:ru; IF YOU WISH TO RECE.!VE INl'ORMl\TlON ON RE:PORTIHG WAGES ON MAGNETIC TAPE, . 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECUR.ITY IS. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME AND INITlALS 16. TOTAL IOAHO WAGES 
NUMBER {REQUIRED) (PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSISLE} 
ARGUETA NOEL 
HERNANDEZ ERICK 
HERNANDEZ SILVANO 
M.1\RQUEZ JOSE 
MEDINA (FRAMER) JOHNNY 
MENDEZ CARLOS 
MENDOSA DOMINGO 
RODRIGUEZ JHIMY 
ROSAS JUAN 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 
SUAREZ JORGE 
VILLEGAS JOSE 
i 
! 
=Eo STATE@)FUTA ! 
341 
_x_ 
, 
'~ 
I 
940 943 SIF Other 
Sign in designated place 
and send in the Attached 
envelope by ~ o{o(p 
Check for$ ssi.~s-
made out to: 
__ Name of your bank 
ID State Tax Comm. 
-A.JD Commerce & Labor 
__ U.S. Treasury 
Deposit by 
I 
! 
i 
; 
I 
I 
I 
I 
1 
I 
~ REPORT (ENTER ON UNE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT} 
PAID THIS OUARTER 
DOLL.AAS :cr:~ 
. 
A 97 4 -~00 
. 3, 54 s .too 
6, 453 .jOO 
c 430 .jso 
R 5, 760 .:co 
i, 020 .)oo 
420 .JOO 
' 
M 2, 160 .:oo 
v 4, 97 2 .:50 
0 6,857.00 
R 3, 442 .'50 
R 2,987.!75 
' 
: 
39, 025 .i25 
39, 025 .i2s 
. i 
! 
TAX020 (R•"· 2127102) 
STATE OF IDAHO· DEPARTMENT~BOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 00016 5 7 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBcR: 82-04 7 5 505 
(\ler!ly and male• ne~11ry c:om>etlons.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO Box 876 
Nampa I D 83653 
.J 
· e CASHIER 
tDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LN>OR 
J17 W M"IN STREE:T 
BOIS!; 10.<UiO ' 63735-0010 
Telephone: (208) 3;!2-3576 or (800) 448-2877 
SHOW BELOW />NY CHANGES IN NAME. MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWN£?.SH1P TOGETHER WITT1 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 
NA.ME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MNLJNG ADORESS: 
~CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
NEW OWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTIVE OATE: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2. DA TE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 7/31/ 06 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 2 
CONTRIBUTION RATE "°"8NIS1RATIVe. RESER\IE RATE WORKFORCE DEl/EtOPMEITT AATE 
4 . TAX RATE: 1..368 + + o.oo = 1. 431 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER ENTER :§( .. ·. >~;!·-51,327 ·:·,~'i-. "O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be 1he same as y-Ovt' Wa<;e Report total.) (Drop cerrls} .· . ... " ·· 
-.. · . ......... '. . 
6 . WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS 
:. I ,:-; 1°:1~ '.' 
THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 29,200.00 ;. ':11.i;:i:. 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (See instrucOon&.) (Drop cents) 1 ~._.'." ' . ··~, 
. ' . 
7 . TAXABLE WAGES: (UNE 5 MINUS LINE 6) 51,326 '.i~t•.···. _. . (Drop cents) .. 
8. TAX DVE: (Multiply Line 7 by l. 431 %) 7 34 . · 48 
9 . ADO 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
LATE 2 • 0 0 % OF TAX DUI: TIMES Tl-IE NUMBER OF MON'll18 (OR ~ORTION THEREOF) AFTER !JUE CA TE 
-OR-
PENALTY: s 10 • 00 TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DU!: FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 734. ~8 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADO BALANCE DUE: 
(ATTACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box If pa~t was made by E.F .T.) D Make checks oavable to: IDAHO DOL 734. ~8 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED ISTMONTtt 2NOMONTH 3ROMONTH IN NJARTER IMQUAAT8l INnlt .. <>TER 
THE f2Tt-i OF THE MONTH_ IF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK 24 24 2 4 
... CHECK TfiE FOLLOWING BoX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED THE WAGE REPORT ON TAPE: OR DISKETTE RATHER THAN O"I THE D REVERSE SIOE {FORM TAXo2!l). 
I Cl!l'!Tll'Y THAT TliE JNFO~TION ON THIS REPORT IS TRl.JE ANO CORRECT Vl'IOEFI CRIMINAL PENAL. TY•PROVlSIONS OF THE fOAHO COOE S!:CTION T.I • 1371 
Sionatura Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFflr.i: u~,. ONI Y CATE REOIPOSTMARKEO 
NO.:le I l 
TAX026 
(REY Zl21ltl2l • 
STATE OF IDAHO - DEPART~T OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAlO: 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO BOX 876 
NAMPA 
2 
ID 83653-0876 
e CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAl-10 83735..()610 
Telephone: (208) 332--3576 or (800) 443-2977 
IMPORTANT: 
Make NO prio~ quarter adjustments 
on this report. 
Adjustments to wages reported in 
previous quart&rs mu~ be 
submitted SEPAAATI!l Y. 
DO NOT lndude negative wages on 
this rep<irt. 
D CHECK HERE. IF YOV wmno RECEIVE !Nf'CRIMTICN ON . REPORTING WAGl;S W. ~ COMP\JTER OiSKETTES OR DOWNLOAD Fl<OM KIT?:JIWWW .LABOR.S"TATE.10.US 
n CHECK HERE IF YCV WISH TO RECEIVI! INFOOMATION ON REPORTING WAG'O:S ON MAGNETIC 1'/lf'l:. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPlOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME ANO !NtTIALS 16. TOTAL IOAHO WAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) (P\..EASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF F'OSSIBl.E/ PAln THISCIUARTER 
ocuARs :cems 
ALCOSER FIDEL 1, 332 .lso 
ALCOSER NICOLAS M 1, 366.r.25 
ARGUETA NOEL A 2, 469.:25 
-
CL I MACO MARCO A 552 .ioo 
CORDOVA ARTURO G 3, soo.;oo 
DE JESUS TIMOTEO R s11.1so 
DELREAL OCIEL G 1, 029 .100 
HERNANDEZ ERICK 392.iOO 
HERNANDEZ SILVANO 661.JSO 
LOPEZ JUP..N R 580 .:00 
MARQUEZ JOSE c 759 .:so 
MARTINEZ BELEN s 733)50 
MEDINA (FRAMER} JOHNNY R 3, s10 .ioo 
-
MENDOSA DOMINGO 405 .:oo 
MOAALES LUIS R 1,393.)5 
RODRIGUEZ JHIMY M 2,360.;oo 
ROSAS JOAN v 6, 300 .,oo 
SANCHEZ APOLINAR M 902 .!oo 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 6, 256 .:75 
SUAREZ JORGE R 3, 684.!25 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 3 9, 388 .ps 
' 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER' ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 51,326.iso 
3 
' I 
TAXD26 
rr<EV2127l02l 
STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMlr OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAIC; 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO BOX 876 
NAMPA 
2 
ID 83 653-087 6 
e CASHIER 
IDAHO DEP.A.RTMENT OF 1..ASOR 
317W MAlN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83736--0610 
Teleph~: (2ll8) 332-3576 Of (600) 448-2"77 
IMPORTANT: 
Mal!:e NO prior quarter adjustments 
on this rapon. 
Adjustments to wages ,...xITTed in 
previous quarters must be 
tmbfl\itted SEPARArEL Y. 
DO NOT include negative wages on 
this report. 
D CHECK H~ IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON REPORTING WAGES VIA PERSONAL COMP\JTIOR DISl<ETfES OR OOWN!.OAO FROM fITT?'JM/WW.lABOR.STATEJD.US 
n Cl1t:CK HERE 1l' YOO WISH TO fU'iCE.!'1€ INF~TION Oii RS'QRTING WAGES ON MAGNETIC T,>l>E. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SEC1.JRrTY 15. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME. FIRST NAME ANO INITIALS te. TOTAL IDAHO WAGES 
NVMSER {REQUIRED) (PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIBLE) PAIO THlS "''""TER 
OCUAAS : CliNTI 
VILLEGAS GILDARDO B 3,205.!00 
VILLEGAS JOSE R 3,610.!50 
. 
ZAMORA BENJAl'1IN 4, ooo .loo 
: 
ZAMORA LAS ARO 1, 122 ·i25 
: 
' 
' 
. 
1· 
: 
: 
: 
. 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 11,937.75 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 51,326 50 
i 
TAX020 
(R.v.llZTill.21 a 
CASHIER I STATE OF IDAHO • DEPARTMENlW LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
llJAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317WWJN STREET 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
BOISE IOAHO 83735-0610 
T~lep11on0: (208) 332·3576 or {!lQO} «a-2977 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME, MAlUNG 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657 410 . \OORESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
FEDERAL IOENT!FICATION NUMBER: 82-0 4 7 550 5 
(V<>rtfy and mak$ n"""""""ry ~orredloru;.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEOINA 
PO Box 876 
Nampa ID 83653 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MAIUNG ADORESS: 
OWN~IP CHANGED: 
NEW OWNERS: 
..J 
CEASED OPERATIONS: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON °THIS REPORT. 
EFF'""c:CT!VE DATE: 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 
2. DA TE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT lS DUE; 10/31/06 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAlD: 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
CONTRIBIJl10N RA7E AOMINISTRATlllC RESERV!; RATE WORKFORCEOEVELOf'tlll:NT RATE 
4. TAA RATE: 1.3SS + + 0.043 = 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAIO TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents) 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS 
THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF . $ 29, 200. oo 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (Seeln&tru~.J (Prop cents) 
7, TAXABLE WAGES; (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 
8. T p.j(, DUE: (Multiply Line 7 oy 1. 431 %) 
ENTER THI! LARGER Of: 9. ADD 
LATE -OR· 
PENALTY: S 
2 • 00 ~OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMSEROF MOOTliS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE 
10 • 00 TIMES TH!! NUMBER Of MONTliS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DU!=: FOR THIS QUARTER: {LINE B PLUS LINE 9) 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALJl.NCE DUE: 
(ATTACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAl..AMOUNTDUE: (CheckbO.xifpaymentwasmaoebyE.F.T.} D 
MaKe checks oavable to: IDAHO DOL 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 
THE 12Tli OF THE MONlli. IF NO EMPLOYEES. ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 
2006 
3 
1. 431 % 
2s,as3:.(Hl, 
2 s. 883 ~~~L', 
370.39 
370. 39 
370.39 
1ST MONTI-! 2ND MONTH 3RO MONTH 
IN QUARTER IN QUARTER IN QIJART!'R 
11 11 11 
*"* CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SU8114!1'1'EO THE WAGE RePoRT ON TAPE OR DISKETTE RATHER Ttil\N ON WE 
REVERSE SlOE (FORM TAX02\l). 0 
I cel'tTIFY TiiATTHE INfOR""'TION ON Tl'l!S REPORT IS TRUE ANO CORf<EiCT UNOER CRIMIN.Al_ f'~TY PROVISIONS OF THE IOAHO CODE SECTION 72. 1371 
Skmature Date Phone Numllet 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFl=lN= USE ON! Y 
N02!5 r 1 
r_ ________________________ _ 
~ 
TAX026 (Re< 2'27102) e 
STATE OF IDAHO-DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
LEGAL ENTlTY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO BOX 876 
3 
NAMPA ID 83653-0876 
CASH IE.'< 
IDAHO Da'ARTMENT Of LABOR 
lHW MAiN STREET 
BOISE IOAHO &3735-0010 
Telephone: (20ll) 3J:Z-~ill or (600) ~2!!77 
lMPORTANl': 
Make NO p.-ior quarter adjustments 
on this report. 
Ad)U5tm41nts tQ wages reported in 
previous quarter.s must be 
submltmf SEPARATa V. 
00 NOT incitJrle negatlw wages on 
this report. 
D otECK HE.RE If YOU WISH TO RECEMi INFORMA TIOO ON REl'Ol\TING WAGES V1A Ptll'lSOWIL CCM'UTER OlllKETTES Oil OOWNlCM FROM KT11"1fflY./W.l./\BOR.Si1'flUO.IJS 
n CHECKHeRE IF YOU WlS!'I TO RSCENE INFOf<M"TION ON ~WAGES Ot1 MAG!iETICTAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPLOYEE'S L"ST NAME. F\RST NAME ANO INlnAL.S 16. TOTALIDAHOWAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) (?LEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRlNr IF POSSlBl.E) PAID THlS QUARTER 
Da..LARS :CENTI 
ARGUETA NOEL A 1,806.\25 
BARRIGA ANDRES c 1, 905 .;oo 
MEDINA (FRAMER) JOHNNY R 2, 112 .'.oo 
RODRIGUEZ JHIMY M 1 f 440 .\00 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A 2,349.:oo 
ROSAS JUAN v 4, 425 )OO 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 4, 611.)00 
SUAREZ JORGE R 2, 745.loo 
TORRES ARMANDO L 952 .jOO 
TORRES FRANCISCO L l,oos.;oo 
' VILLEGAS GILDARDO B 2, 530 .loo 
.. 
.,._._ 
•u -· •• 
FED STATE~FUTA ; 
941 940 943 SIF 
: 
-X.. Sign in designated place 
and send in the attached 
~nvelope by /6/3£ / o lp 
370 leJ. : 
-A Check for$ 
made out to: 
__ Name of your bank 
ID State Tax Comm. 
110 Commerce & Labor 
. 
__ U.S. Treasury 25, 883 .(25 
-- 2s, 883 .12s ~E REPORT (ENTER ON UNE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT} 
-
Deposit by 
• TAXD20 
-(R•V. 212.Tlll2} -
STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTM- OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2-0 4 7 55 0 5 
{V&rify and make n-•uuy c<>rr.ellona.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO Box 876 
Nampa ID 83653 
_J 
CASHIER 
IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STReEi 
801SE lOAl"iO 83735-0010 
Telepllone: (200) 332·357l> w (800) ~77 
SHOW SEtoW l'NY CHANGES IN NAME. MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
Ef'FECTIVE 0,t.TE. 
NAME CHANGEO TO: 
NEW MAILING AOORESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
NEW OWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTl\/E. DATE: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2. DATE OUARTERL Y TAX REPORT IS DUE: 1/31/07 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2006 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 4 
CONTRleuTION AA TE AOMINISTRATM; RESERV1'. RATS WORKFORCE QE'VaOf'IJENT RATE 
4. TAX RATE: l.388 + + 0.043 = 1. 431 o/o 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAIO TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER 35,501 00 "O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage R~port total.) (Drop cents) 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS 
THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 29,200.00 00 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (Seel~.) (Drop cents) 
7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 35,501 Ofl 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by 1. 431 %) 508. P2 
9. ADD ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
LATE 2 • 00 %OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS {OR PORTION TH1';REOF)l\fTEROUEDATE 
-OR-
PENALTY: $ l 0 • 00 TIMES THE NUMSER OF MOOTHS iOR PORTION TiiER!iOf}AFTER DUE DA~ 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 Pt.US LINE 9) 508. b2 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT ANO/OR ADD BAl..ANCE OVE: 
(ATTACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box if payment W$$ made by E.F.T.) D Make checks payable to: JOAHO DOL 508. n 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1$1MONTH 2NOMONTH 3RDM0NTH IN QUARiER IN QUARTER INQUAATER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES. ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 10 10 10 
... CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED THE WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR DISKETTE AA THER THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIOE (FORM T AX026). 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMA T10N ON THIS REPORT IS TRUE ANO CORRECT UNP!!R C>llMiNAI. PENAL TY PROVIS•ONS OF THE IOAHO CQOe; St:CTION T2 • 1371 
i::;...,,a1ure Date Ptione Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD ANO RESERVES OFFICE """ONLY OllTE llECOIPO$TMAl<!<EO 
N026 I I 
I 
t 
- I 
TAX026 
<REV lt27'1l2l e 
STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2 0 0 6 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 4 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO BOX 876 
NAMPA ID 83653-0876 
CASHIER 
IOAHO OEPAATMENT OF LABOR 
317W MAIN STREET 
eo1se: 10AH0 es13s-oe10 
Te1e?11QfW: (208) 3:!2-3576 or (800) 445-2>t77 
IMPORTANT: 
Maka NO prioc quarter adjm;tmems 
oo th!$ report. 
Adjustments to Wagf)S reported In 
previous quarters most be 
aubmittlld SePARAT£L Y. 
00 NOT lnckldlt negative wages on 
this report. 
D CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON REPORTll'IG WAGES V1A PERSONAi. COMPIJTER DISKETTES OR DOWNLO#D FROM liTTP'llWWW1ABOR.aTA1E.IO.US 
n CHECK HERE IF YOO WISH TO REC6VE INFORMATION ON RePQRTlHG WAGES ON MAGIETIC TAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY lS. EMPLOYEE'S LAST "<AME. FIRST NAME ANO HTJALS 16. TOTAL IOAHO WAGES 
NUMBER {RCOUIRED) (Pl.EASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIS!..E.} F'Aln THIS 111 !ARTER 
DOLi.AA$ :CENTS 
. - CARRION ANTONIO 2,228.00 
MEDINA (FRAMER) JOHNNY R 1, 920.:00 
OROZCO FRANCISCO s 664 .!00 
RODRIGUEZ JHIMY M 2,400 .. 00 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A. 3, 523 .:so 
ROSAS JUAN v 3,712.50 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 4,016.iso 
SUAREZ JORGE R 3, 987 .,00 
TORRES ARMANDO L 4,309)50 
TORRES FRANCISCO L 3,609.50 
VILLEGAS JOSE R 51130.!00 
: 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 35, 500 .f50 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THlS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 35,500.50 
22222 I Void la ty number I For Official Use Only ~ OMB No. 1545-0008 
b Employer Identification number 
82-0475505 
c Employer's name, address, and ZIP code 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
d Control number 
7 
e Employee's first name and Initial I Lastname 
FRANCISCO 0. SERRANO 
6507 EVERETI STREET 
BOISE ID 83704 
f Employee's address and ZIP code 
15 State Employer's stale ID number 
J_ _ -
16 Slate wages, lips. etc. 
-
ID 000352391 7047.00 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- - - - -
I 
W 2 Wage&Tax Form - Statement 
Copy A for Social Security Administration- Send this entire 
page with Form W-3 to the Social Security Administration; 
photocopies are not acceptable. 
1 Wages, tlpa, other compensation 2 Federal income tax withheld 
7047.00 71.00 
3 Social seculity wages 4 Social securtty tax withheld 
7047.00 436.92 
5 Medicare wages and tips 6 Medicare tax withheld 
7047.00 102.18 
7 Social secur1ty tips s Allocated tips 
9 Advance EiC payment 10 Dependent care beneflls 
I Suff 11 Nonqualified plans 12a See Instructions for box 12 
I 
13 Statutory Retirement Third-party 12b 
employee plan sick pay I 
14 Other 12c 
I 
12d 
I 
17 State income tax 16 Local wages, tips. etc. 19 Local inccme tax 20 Locality name 
30.00 
- -
- - - - - - ·- - -
2007 
0000/1022 
- - - -
,_ - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Department of the Treasury Internal Revenue Ser11ice 
For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction 
Act Notice, see back of Copy D. 
Laser-print Form W2 (Revised 05/07) 
TAX020 
(Rev. ;JZTfOZ) 
I 
STATE OF IDAHO· DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 00016 5 7 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2 - 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(Verify and make necessary cor111et1ona.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF'LA90R 
317WMA1N STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephono; (208) 332.·3576 or (600) «ll-21177 
SHOW ea.ow ANY CHANGES lN NAME, MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
EFFECTIVE DA TE. 
NAME CHANGED TD: 
NEW MA!llNG ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHiP CHANGED: EFFECTl\IE DATE: 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO Box 876 
Nampa 
NEW OWNERS: 
ID 836 53 
.J 
CEASED OPERATIONS: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
EFFECTIVE DA TE: 
2. DA TE OUARTERL YT AX REPORT IS DUE; 4/30/07 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2007 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: l 
CONTRl0UTICN RATE llOMIH~lAATNE RESSRVE RATE WORKl'OR~ OEVEl.OPMENT RATE 
4. TAX RATE: 0,962 + + 0.030 ::: 0.992 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO All EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER ... ·:,:c:.:.::'!,'l!lff.\i 
"0" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the Hme as your Wage Report total.) (Oropcems) 2,B45 ~ -·OQ".':."':". 
•,,I 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS 
-·· ·oo· THIS QUARTER JN EXCESS OF s ~0,200.00 
.. 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: {Saelnl1l'\..<:!10n•.l (Drop cents) 
7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6} (Drop cen~sl 2,845 ~:. ;~;oo 
a. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by 0. 992 "b) 28. ~2 
9. ADD ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
LATE 2 • 00 % CF TAX DUE TIMES THE l'lUMBER OF WONTHS (OR PORTION Tl1EREOF) AFTER DUE DATE 
..QR. 
PENALTY: $ 10 • 0 0 Tn.;ES THE NUMl!ER OF MONTHS {OR PORTION TrlEREOFJ AFTER DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LiNE 9) 28. 22 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATTACK SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box if payment wa made by E.F.T.) 0 22 Make checks payable to: IDAHO DOL 28. 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS JN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1ST MONTH 2NOMONTH 3RDMONTH IN"''AR'TER IN QUARTER IN QUARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 7 7 7 
'*• CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED THE WAGE RE:PORT ON TAF'e OR DISKETTE RATHER Tl-'AN ON THE 0 REVERSE SIDE {FORM T AX025). 
I CERTIF'I THA 1 THE INFORIW\1 IQN Cf</ THI$ R\:POR1 l$ TRUE AflO CORRECT UNDER CRIMll'l>.l PENAL iY PRO\/lSIONS Of THE 101'.HO CODf. SECTION 7'2 • 1371 
Sin nature Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFF !CF' ' """' ONLY DATE RECD/POSTMARKED 
N026. n 
STATE OF IDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STA.TE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2 0 0 7 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 1 
LEGAL. ENTITY NAME ANO ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
PO BOX 876 
NAMPA ID 83653-0876 
CASHIER 
IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF l..ASOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOIS€ IOAHO 83736-0610 
Te~: 1208) 332·3576M{B00)«3-2977 
IMPORTANT: 
Make NO ptiOf quarter llldj111>tmentis 
on this rtport. 
Adjustment$ to wages reported In 
prtViold quarters must be 
submitted SEPARATELY. 
DO HOT Incl~ negative wagH on 
Uli$ «IPQrt. 
D CHECX HERE If YOV WISH TOFtECSIVS INFOFIMTIOO ON RePORTING W1'GE$ VIA Pf:RSQNAl COMPUTER O!SKE'l'TES OR OOWN!.Ol\D FROM ttrrPJfWWW.t.Al!CR.Sl"TE.lOIJ$ 
n CHECK HERE If YOl) WISH TO RECEJ\11: INFORMATION Cfl RePORT!f\IG W/.G!S ON MAGN1'.TIC TAPE. 
1<1. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPlOYEe"S V.ST NAM!!. FIRST NAME ANO INITW.S 1$. TOTA!. !CAHO WAGiS 
NUMSER (REQIJIREO) (PLEASE TYP£ OR !..IACHlNE PRINT IF POSSl!lt.E) PAID THI!< O! 1.6.RTER 
OOlLAAS :CENT~ 
OROZCO FRANCISCO s 3os.joo 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A 464 .loo 
ROSAS JUAN v 540 .ioo 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 630 .175 
SUAREZ JORGE R 297 .joo 
TORRES ARMANDO L 284 .j7S 
VILLEGAS JOSE R 320 .loo 
. 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 2, 844 .:so 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 2, 844 .!so 
I 
X020 
·. v:zr111z1 
STATE OF IDAHO• DEPARTMENT OF LABOR CASHIER 
IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 317 W MAIN STREET 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
601Sc !CAHO 63735-0610 
Telephone: {Z-08) 332-357~ or (800) 44$-2'<177 
ST A TE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0 0 0 16 5 7 4 10 
FEDERAL IDENTlflCATION NUMBER: 8 2 - 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 {V•rffY <hid ma ka n..cuury eom.cuon•.J 
1 . LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
..J 
SHOW BEtOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME, MAlUNG 
AOORl!SS OR OWNERSHIP TOOETHE~ WITH 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NeW MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP C'HANGEO: EFFECTIVE DATE.: 
NEW OWNERS 
·• 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTIVE DA TE.: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2, DA TE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT lS DUE: 7/31/07 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2007 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAJD: 2 
CONTRIBl.JTIQN RA TE AOMlNISTAA TtVE RESERVE. RATE WORKFORCE O!!VEl.Of'MENT RATE 
4. TAX RATE: o. 962 ... + o.OlO = 0.992 % 
TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER 
• 
5. 
11,559 "O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should oo the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents) . 
6 WAGES PAID TO INOIVIDUAt WORKERS : 
THlS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 30,200.00 
".:.'::C.':· ~, . .,.~_ .. : l FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: ($ffnsV\Jd""'5.) (Drop cents) 
.. ... 
7. TAXAetE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 11,558 ~~· . ,,.,..,, 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply line 7 by 0. 992 %} 114. 1:>6 
9. ADD ENTER THE 1.ARGER OF: 
LATE 2 • 00 % OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NVMSE.R OF MONTHS (OR PORTtOtl THERE:OF) AFTER 0VE DAT!i. 
·OR· 
PENAL TI: $ l 0 • 0 0 TIMES THE NUMQSR OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THER'EOFJ AFTER OUE DATll 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: {LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 114. :J6 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE. 
<ATTACH SUPPORTING bOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE; (Check box if payment wai> made by E.F.T.) D Make checks oavable to: IOAHO DOL 114. 56 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCl..UOEO 1STMONTH <?NO MONTH 3RDIAONTH IN OU.>ATER IN QUARTER INOllARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MOl'ffH. IF NO EMPLOYEES. ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK 0 0 6 
...... CHECI< THE' FOi.LOWiNG eox IF YOU fol.AYE SIJBMITTEO n;e: WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR OISKE'TTE AATH!!R THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIOE (FORM TAX¢Z6}. 
I CERTIF'l' THATTHe lrlFOf<WITIOl-ION iHlS RePORT IS TRUE ANO CORRECT UNDl:R CRIMINAl. PENALTY PROVISIONS OF iHE IOAHOCOOE $ECTiON12·1371 
Sionature Oate Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFFlCE' 1 ~i:: t'Wf_ y O"'l'E RECOIPOS'iW.RKW 
NO:?e r l 
J 
TAX026 
(REV '1Z71'0ZJ 
! 
STATE OF lDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2007 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
LEGAL ENTt1Y NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON 
2 
ID 83644 
CASlUER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LA60R 
317WMAIN STREET 
BOISE. IOAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (20$) :i.s2-3576 O< \S00) 44!J.2!im 
IMPORTANT: 
Make NO prior quarter adjustments 
on this report. · 
Adjusbnents to wages reported in 
previous quarters must b& 
subcUttad SEPARATELY. 
DO NOT include negative wages on 
this report 
D CHECK HERc IF YOU WISH TO RECElvt INFORMATION ON REPORTING WAGES WI PERSONAL COMP\.ITER OISKSTIES OR DOWNLOAD FROM HTTP"JM'W\IV.LABOR.STATE.lO.US 
n CH5CK HERE IF YOl.I WlSH TO RECENE,INFORMATION Of.I . REPOR'llNG WAGES ON MAGNETIC TAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMP\.OYEE'S LAST NAME. FIRST NAME ANO INfTIALS 16. TOTAl. IOAHO WAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) (Pl.EASE 1Y?E OR MACHtNE PRINT IF POSSlBlE) PAID THIS QUARTER 
()()(.LARS :ceims 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A 2 I 436 .:oo 
ROSAS JUAN v 3,ooo.ioo 
SERR.ANO FRANCISCO 0 2, sos ,jso 
SUAREZ JORGE R 1, 557 .;oo 
VILLA SIMON 452 .joo 
VILLEGAS JOSE R 1, 605 .[oo 
. 
. 
. 
. 
. 
; 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 11, 558 .~50 
: 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 11, 558 .iSO 
TAX020 
(Re'r. ::riTJO;i) 
STATE OF IDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATEACCOUNTNUMSER: 0 0016574 1 0 
FEDERAi. IOEN11FICATION NUMBER: 8 2 - 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(V•rlfy and ,...k• na«uary eotn1<;tions.J 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L. 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
., 
CASHlER 
10AHO DEPARTMENT OF L>.BOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
T•lephooa: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 4'4~g77 
SHOW BELOW AN'( CHANGES JN NAME, MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OW!'ERSHI? TOGETHER 'MTH 
EFFFCTIVF DATE 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW WJ'.JNG ADCRESS: 
OW!IERSHIP CJ-1.ANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
m?HOWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS; EFFt:CTIVE o,r.,TE; 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2. DATE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 10/31/07 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAlD: 2007 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 3 
CONTRl61.1110N AA TI: ACf,llN!S'rAAnve RESER\IE RA TE WORKFORCE OE\IELOPMEl<f RA TE 
4. TAX RATE: 0 . 962 + + 0 . 030 = 0.992 % 
5. TOTA!. GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER . . - - .. :·:; -:~ ; 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop ~nts) 9,217 i i~~o ,,.:;;~ . 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS ;·•'::--'.-"!i · ~ 
THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ J0,20 0 .00 . (j ' '.;'.'i-. 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: <9eo in1truciiorn1 _) (Drop cents) .· ·. ·::: ; ;~. 
7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LIN!; 6) (Drop centi) 9,217 ~ 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by_ 0. 992 %} 91. tn 
9. AOO ENTER TI-tE LARGER OF: 2.00 1' OF TM DVE llMES THE NUMeER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE LATE 
-OR-
PENALTY: $ 1 0 • 0 0 nr.tES THE NUMBER OF MONTt1S !OR PORTION THEREOf)AfTER DiJE OATE. 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER; (!.INE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 91. 13 
11 . PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATTACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box if payment was made by E.f.T .) 0 D Make checl\s oavable lo: lDAHO DOL 
·-
91. 
13. NUMBER Of WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1STMONTH 2HOMONTH 3RDMONTH INQUAATER IN QUARTER IN""'ARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO E~PL.OYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 8 5 0 
• ., CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOV HAVE SUBMITTED n--ti; WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR DISKt:ITE RATHER THAN ON THE D REVERSC. SIDE (FORM TAX02e). 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION ON THIS REPORT IS TRUE ANO CORRECT UNOER CRll;llNAL PENALTY PROVISIONS Of' THe lo.o.HO COO€ SECTION 72 - 1371 
s ......... w .. Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD ANO RESERVES OFfl~I" tl~i: ~NI V O...TERECOl?O.sTMARKEO 
NO~ I 
T AX026 
IRE v 2127Jt:l2l 
CASHIER 
STATE OF IDAHO-DEPARTMENT OF LABOR IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF 1.ASOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 317 W MAIN STREET 
WAGE REPORT BOISE IOAHO 83735-0610 "Telepl'><lne: (208} 33:!-3576 Of (800} 44&-~77 
IMPORTANT: 
Make NO prior quarter adjustments 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001.657410 on thl• rep~rt. 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2007 
Adjustm~ts to wages reported in 
pravious quarters must be 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAIO: 3 submm.d SEPl\AATEJ..Y. 
1..EGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: DO NOT include negative wages on 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA this MpOrt. 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP D CHECK H15R!: IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVC: INl'ORMATION ON REPORTING WAGES 'M PERSONAl CO...P\JTER OISKEnES 
OR DOWNLOAD FROM HlTJ>JfW'NW.lABOR.STATEJO.US 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
n CH!CKliERE If YOU WISH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON 
REPORTING WW:.CS ON MAGNETIC TAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY \5. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME. FIRST NAME ANO tt.ITIAi.S 16. TOTAL !CAHO WAGES 
NUlllBER (RECIU!REO) (l't..EASE TYPE OR MACl-llNE PRlNT If' f>OSSIBU:) PAIO THIS OUARTFR 
OOUARS :cairs 
OROZCO PABLO B 618 .(oo 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A 746.175 
ROSAS JESUS R a19 .ioo 
ROSAS JUAN v 2, 205 .:oo 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 i, 863 .j2s 
SUAREZ JORGE R l, 251.jOO 
VILLA SIMON 423 .j75 
VILLEGAS JOSE R i,290.foo 
; 
( 
: 
. 
I 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 9, 216 .j75 
18. TOTAL. WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON !NE 5 OF THE TAX REPO~T) 9 I 216 .i75 
TAX020 
(Rev. 2!2?'!02) 
STATE OF IDAHO· DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 000 165 7 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2 - 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(Verify and make necessary corrections .) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 8 364 4 
.J 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 8373!;-061 0 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-29n 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME, MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
EFFECTIVE DATE. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DA TE: 
NEW OW NERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2. DATE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 1 /31 /0 8 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2 00 7 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 4 
CONTRIBUTION RATE ADMINISTRATIVE RESERVE RATE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT RATE 
4 . TAX RATE: 0. 9 62 + + 0 . 030 :: 0 . 992 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAI D TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER ~ ' -~~}'~ 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report tota l.) (Drop cents) 5 ,8 35 ~:.00 -
6 . WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS I~~~· t~..r~ .. ~1 THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 3 0, 2 00 .0 0 1 ·-,.;,-· a . . 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (See inslructions.} (Drop cents) ~~~ 
>"~k 
.•~ 7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 5 ,8 34 ,._ . ~__; · .. ~ -r-! .. ~-: 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by 0 . 992 %) 57 . 13 7 
9. ADD 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
2 . 00 % OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE LATE 
-OR-
PENALTY: $ 10 · 0 0 TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF} AFTER DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 57 . 37 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATIACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE; (Check box if payment was made by E.F.T.) D 37 Make checks payable to: IDAHO DOL 57 . 
13. NUMBER OF W ORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1ST MONTH 2ND MONTH 3RO MONTH IN OUARTER IN QUARTER IN " ' 'ARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 0 0 4 
***CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED THE WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR DISKETTE RATHER THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIDE (FORM TAX026}. 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION ON THIS REPORT IS TRUE AND CORRECT UNDER CRIMINAL PENAL 1Y PROVISIONS OF THE IDAHO CODE SECTION 72 - 1371 
Sia nature Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES t1FF' ~~ " " " nN' v DATE RECD/POSTMARKED 
NO 26 D 
TAX026 
{REV 212TIO<) 
STATE OF IDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2007 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON 
4 
ID 83644 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 63735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
IMPORTANT: 
Make NO prior quarter adjustments 
on this report. 
Adjustments to wages reported in 
previous quarters must be 
submitted SEPARATELY. 
DO NOT include negative wages on 
this report. 
D CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON REPORTING WAGES VIA PERSONAL COMPUTER DISKETTES OR DOWNLOAD FROM HTTP:l/WWWLABORST ATE.ID.US 
n CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON REPORTING WAGES ON MAGNETIC TAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME AND INITIALS 16. TOTAL IDAHO WAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) (PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIBLE) PAID THIS QUARTER 
DOLLARS ~CENTS 
I 
FERNANDEZ ALONSO l,3so.:oo 
OROZCO FRANCISCO s 340 .:oo 
I 
I 
ROSAS JUAN v 2,070.:00 
I 
SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 2,044.;50 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
' I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 5, 834 .:so 
' I 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORD s, 834 .;so 
Void D I a ecurity number I 
OMB No. 1545-0008 
b Employer identification number
82-0475505 
c Employer's name, address, and ZIP code 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
d Control number 
13 
e Employee's first name and initial Last name 
FRANCISCO 0. SERRANO 
6507 EVERETT STREET 
BOISE ID 83704 
f Employee's address and ZIP code 
15 State Employe~s state ID number 16 State wages, tips, etc. 
~D _ _l _ - 000352391 3335.00 
-----~·-~------ - - - - ------
I 
W 2 Wage and Tax Form • Statement 
Copy 0-For Employer. 
DM 
1 Wages, tips, other componsatlon 2 Federal income tax withheld 
3335.00 56.00 
3 Social security wages 4 Social security tax withheld 
3335.00 206.77 
5 Medicare wages and tips 6 Medicare tax withheld 
3335.00 48.36 
7 Social security tips B Allocated tips 
9 Advance EiC payment 10 Dependent care benefits 
Suff. 11 Nonqualified plans 12a See instructions for box 12 c 
0 l d • 
13 Statutory Retirement Third-party 12b 
nployee n nP•Y c 0 l d • 
14 Other 12c c 
I 0 ~ 
12cl 
c I 0 ~ 
17 State incOme tax 18 Local wages, tips, etc. 19 Local Income tax 20 Locality nanlG 
26.00 
----··----- - - - - - - - - -
2008 
- - - - I- - - - - .. - - - . - - - -
Department of the Treasury-Internal Revenue Service 
For Privacy Act and Papeiwork Reduction 
Act Notice, see the back of Copy D. 
................ -~~~~~~~~~~~ 
-~ _ _...._._ ............. _,_,.~..-....A·w--~-~ .. ~·•-' •••••-
TAX020 
(Rev. 2127/02) 
STATE OF IDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 000 16 5 7 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2 - 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(Verify and make necessary corrections.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
.., 
CASHIER 
IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone; (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME, MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
FFF"C:TIVE nATF . 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
NEW OWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2. DATE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 4/30/08 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 1 
CONTRIBUTION RATE ADMINISTRATIVE RESERVE-RATE \ll'ORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT RATE 
4. TAX RATE: 0.594 + + 0.018 :::: 0.612 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER ~-:n~ 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents) 1 0 , 025 ~..Q~~ 
WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS 
•4'r ...... ...!•' -.-•. 
6. 
1 [i" ·-=~~ THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 32 ,200. 00 ~ )j~~ 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (See instructions.) (Drop cents) ._ .... ,., 
~~ ...-c!".' ', .... c..J.«.l 
7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 10,024 ,~-'"'•• -. .. ''r , ,_ 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by 0 . 612 %) 61. 35 
9. ADD 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
2.00 % OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE LATE 
-OR-
PENALTY: $ l 0 · 0 0 TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 61. BS 
11 . PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND./OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATIACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE; (Check box if payment was made by E.F.T.) D Make checks payable lo: IDAHO OOL 61. 35 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1STMONTH 2ND MONTH 3RD MONTH INOIJARTER INOUARTER INOUARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 6 5 0 
***CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED THEWAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR DISKETTE RATHER THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIDE (FORM TAX026). 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION ON THIS REPORT IS TRUE AND CORRECT UNDER CRIMINAL PENALTY PROVISIONS OF THE IDAHO COOE SECTION.72 • 1371 
Siana tu re Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFFICE U8E ONLY DA TE RECO/POSTMARKED 
N026 D 
TAX026 
{REV 2127/02) 
STATE OF IDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON 
1 
ID 83644 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
IMPORTANT; 
Make NO prior quarter adjustments 
on this report. 
Adjustments to wages reported in 
previous quarters must be 
submitted SEP ARA TEL Y. 
00 NOT include negative wages on 
this report 
D CHECK HERE IF YOU WlSH TO RECEIVE INFOR~iA TION ON REPORilNG WAGES V1A PERSONAL COMPUTER DISKETTES OR OOVVNLOAD FROM HTIP:!NMW.LABOR.STATE.10.US 
n CHECK HERE If YOU WlSH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON REPORilNG WAGES ON MAGNETIC TAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME AND INITIALS 16. TOTAL IDAHO WAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED} (PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIBLE) PAID THl'1 fll lARTER 
DOLLARS :cENTS 
' 
FERNANDEZ ALONSO 2,340.:00 
' RAMIREZ JUAN A 1, 435 .:so 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A 1oi.:so 
' ROSAS JUAN v 2, 812 .:so 
' SERRANO FRANCISCO 0 3, 335 .:oo 
' 
' I 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' I 
' 
' 
' 
l 
l 
' I 
l 
' 
I 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
' 
l 
l 
' 
I 
l 
' 
l 
l 
' 
' 
' I
l 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 10 I 024 .:so 
l 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 10, 024 .:so 
TAX020 
(Rev. 2127/02) 
ST A TE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 000165 7 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2 - 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(Verify and make necessary corrections.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS : 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
--, 
.J 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME, MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
~FFECT"IC nATE. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
NEW OWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS : EFFECTIVE DATE: 
IMPORTANT: MAKE NO PRIOR QUARTER ADJUSTMENTS ON THIS REPORT. 
2. DATE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 7/31/08 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 2· 
CONTRIBUTION RATE AOMINISTRA TIVE RESERVE RA TE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT RA TE 
4 . TAX RATE: 0 .59 4 + + 0.018 ;:: 0.612 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER ~ 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents) 1,958 ~ :~-
. ~--;:~·-~· 6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS f~·oO.F..~ THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 32,200.00 FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (Seit instructions.) (Drop cents) 1 ":.. • ' ... - .... 
~,..;i:-, .............. 
7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 1 957 ~oo ..;. f -...., _, ·"' 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by 0.612 %) 11. 38 
9. ADD 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
2.00 % OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AF1ER DUE DATE LATE 
-OR-
10 · 0 0 TIMES ~E NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE OATE. PENALTY: $ 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 11. 98 
11. PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATIACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TQTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box if payment was made by E.F.T.) D Make checks payable to: IDAHO DOL 11. 38 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1STMONTH 2ND MONTH 3RD MONTH IN QUARTER INOUARTER INOUARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 1 1 1 
*** CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMIITED THE WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR.DISKETTE RATHER THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIDE (FORM TAX026). 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION ON THIS REPORT JS TRUE AND CORRECT UNDER CRIMINAL PENAL TY PROVISIONS OF THE· JDAHO CODE SECTION 72 • 1371 
Sianature Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFFICE USE ONLY DATE RECD/POSTMARKED 
N026 r l 
I 
TAX026 
(REV2!27102) 
STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STA TE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON 
2 
ID 83644 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
IMPORTANT: 
Make NO prior quarter adjustments 
on this report 
Adjustments to wages reported in 
previous quarters must be 
submitted SEPARATELY. 
DO NOT include negative wages on 
this report. D CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO RECEIVE INFORMATION ON 
REPORTING WAGES VIA PERSONAL COMPUTER DISKETTES 
OR DOWNLOAD FROM HTTP11WWW.LABOR.STATE.ID.US n CHECK HERE IF YOU WISH TO RECEJVE INFORMATION ON 
REPORTING WAGES ON MACNETIC TAPE. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME AND INITIALS 16. TOTAL IDAHO WAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) (PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIBLE) PAID THIS nuARTER 
DOLLARS CENTS 
I 
ROSAS JUAN v 1,957.:so 
' 
' I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
' I 
I 
I 
I 
' I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 11957.:50 
I 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 1 f 957 .:so 
TAX020 
{Rev. 8/08107) 
en 
Cl. 
:J 
(,.) 
e::: 
w 
Cl. 
< Cl. 
e::: 
0 
en 
w 
...J 
Cl. 
~ 
en 
w 
en 
:::> 
l-
o 
z 
0 
0 
STATE OF IDAHO- DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 00016 5 7 4 10 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2- 0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
{Verify and make necessary corrections.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS : 
r 
L 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
., 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W WJN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone : (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME, MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
i=FFECTIVE DAT<=. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
NEW OWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
IMPORTANT: Employers who fail to file or file false reports may be fined up to $250.00 
whichever is !:treater (Idaho Code Section 72-1372(1). or 100% of the amount due 
2. DATE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 10/31/08 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 3 
CONTRIBUTION RATE ADMINISTRATIVE RESERVE RA TE VVORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT RA TE 
4. TAX RATE: 0. 594 + + 0.018 = 0.612 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER ~ .. ;,~::~ 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents) 47,945 ~~::. 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS 
,.=...;,,:;:;~ ~";'U~!""'~~: ,;· 
THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 32,200.00 "····Do.:....· 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (Sea instructions.) (Drop cents) ;~·r.'t-4~~ 
7. TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) (Drop cents) 47,945 ~o~ . 
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by o. 612 %) 293. ~2 
9. ADD 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
2.00 % OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE 
LATE 
·OR-
PENALTY: $ 10 • 0 0 TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DA TE. 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 293. ~2 
11. PRIOR BALANCE; SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(AITACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box ti payment was made by E.F.T.) D l'.!2 Make checks payable to: IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 293. 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED ISTMONTH 2ND MONTH 3RDMONTH IN ClUARTER fNClUARTER IN()llART<=R 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES. ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 14 14 14 
*** CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITIED THE WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR DISKETTE RATHER THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIDE (FORM T AX026). 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION ON THIS REPORT IS TRUE AND CORRECT UNDER CRIMINAL PENALTY PROVISIONS OF THE l!JAHOCOOE SECTION n - 1371 
Sianature Date Phone Number 
·-
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFFICE USE ONLY OA TE RECOIPOSTMARKED 
N026 D 
i-.: 
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TAX026 
(REV3/12108) 
1022 STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 3 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
•••• ATTENTION CORPORATIONS **** 
Payments to officers of a corporation for services performed are 
reportable wages {including subchapter Sand other closely-held corporations). 
CASHIER 
IOAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IOAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
IMPORTANT: 
- Adjustments to wages reported in 
previous quarters must be 
submitted SEP ARA TEL Y. 
- DO NOT include negative wages 
on this report. 
Visit our web site: www.labor.idaho.gov 
- Sign up to report wages On-Line. 
- Download wage reporting software 
to your PC. 
- See the approved file formats for 
reporting wages. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 15. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME AND INITlALS 16. TOTAL IOAHO WAGES 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) {PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIBLE) PAID THIS rn IARTER 
DOLLARS :cENTS 
I 
BARRIOS VICTOR JOEL 1f275 .:oo 
l GARCIA EDGAR A 1,404.:00 
HERN.Ai."\!DE Z SILVANO 3,382.:so 
I 
MEDINA SERGIO 0 1,190.:00 
l 
PACHECO JUAN M 5 { 932 .:so 
PACHECO MORALES JOSE A 4,34s.;oo 
l 
RAMIREZ JUAN A 7 { 221.:00 
I 
RODRIGUEZ JHIMY M s,316.;oo 
ROSAS AGUSTIN A 6, 536 .:25 
I 
l 
SERRANO JOSE F 817 .:so 
l 
SERRANO JOSE 0 1,490.:00 
I SOTO ANGEL FERNANDO 3, 357 .:so 
I 
VASQUEZ JOSE R 1, 720 .:oo 
l 
VILLAFANA JAIME 3, 958 .:oo 
I 
l 
l 
l 
I 
l 
I 
I 
I 
l 
I 
I 
I 
' 
' I 
l 
l 
I 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 47,945.:25 
l 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 4 7 f 945 .:25 
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STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
EMPLOYER QUARTERLY 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE TAX REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 000165 7 410 
FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: 8 2-0 4 7 5 5 0 5 
(Verity and make necessary corrections.) 
1. LEGAL ENTITY NAME AND ADDRESS: 
r 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
MI DDLETON I D 8364 4 
.., 
L ~ 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DE PARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
SHOW BELOW ANY CHANGES IN NAME. MAILING 
ADDRESS OR OWNERSHIP TOGETHER WITH 
FFFECTIVE DATE. 
NAME CHANGED TO: 
NEW MAILING ADDRESS: 
OWNERSHIP CHANGED: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
.. 
NEW OWNERS: 
CEASED OPERATIONS: EFFECTIVE DATE: 
IMPORTANT: Employers who fail to file or file false reports may be fined up to $250.00 
or 100% of the amount due. whichever is qreater (Idaho Code Section 72-1372(1). 
2. DATE QUARTERLY TAX REPORT IS DUE: 1/31 /09 
3. YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 4 
CONTRIBUTION RA TE ADMINISTRATIVE RESERVE RATE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT RATE 
4. TAX RATE: 0.594 + + 0. 0 18 = .. 0.612 % 
5. TOTAL GROSS WAGES PAID TO ALL EMPLOYEES THIS QUARTER. ENTER " ' ·'"'~. 
"O" IF NO EMPLOYMENT: (Should be the same as your Wage Report total.) (Drop cents) 53,645 ~'W'i~ 
6. WAGES PAID TO INDIVIDUAL WORKERS ~Pm~ ~ THIS QUARTER IN EXCESS OF $ 32 , 200.00 
FOR THIS CALENDAR YEAR: (Drop cents) · . ~ .. -(See instructions.) ..,,...,. . ,,., 
TAXABLE WAGES: (LINE 5 MINUS LINE 6) t:.:..:'"·r'- ;_t:j 7. (Drop cents} 53 , 645 t'.'C~.-
8. TAX DUE: (Multiply Line 7 by . o. 612 %) 328. 81 
9. ADD 
ENTER THE LARGER OF: 
2 . 00 % OF TAX DUE TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE LATE 
-OR-
PENALTY: s 10 · 00 TIMES THE NUMBER OF MONTHS (OR PORTION THEREOF) AFTER DUE DATE. 
10. TOTAL DUE FOR THIS QUARTER: (LINE 8 PLUS LINE 9) 328 . 31 
11 . PRIOR BALANCE: SUBTRACT CREDIT AND/OR ADD BALANCE DUE: 
(ATTACH SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS.) 
12. TOT AL AMOUNT DUE: (Check box if payment was made by E.F.T.) D In Make checks payable to: IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 328 . 
13. NUMBER OF WORKERS IN THE PAY PERIOD THAT INCLUDED 1STMONTH 2NO MONTH 3RD MONTH IN QUARTER IN QUARTER INOllARTER 
THE 12TH OF THE MONTH. IF NO EMPLOYEES, ENTER ZERO. 
DO NOT LEAVE MONTHS BLANK. 1 3 13 13 
-* CHECK THE FOLLOWING BOX IF YOU HAVE SUBMITTED.THE WAGE REPORT ON TAPE OR DISKETTE RATHER THAN ON THE D REVERSE SIDE (FORM TAX026). 
I CERTIFY THAT THE INFORMATION ON THIS' REPORT JS TRUE AND CORRECT UNDER CRIMINAL PENAL TY PROVISIO~S OF THE IDAHO CODE SECTION 72 - 1371 
Sin nature Date Phone Number 
SUPPORT YOUR IDAHO NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES OFFICE USE ONI Y DA TE RECD/POSTMARKED 
N025 D 
~ 
0 
a.. 
w 
0:: 
(J) 
:c 
1-
z 
0 
(J) 
1-
z 
w 
~ 
1-
(J) 
:::> 
., 
0 
<( 
0:: 
w 
~ 
<( 
:::> 
CJ 
0:: 
0 
~ 
a.. 
0 
z 
w 
:ii::: 
<( 
:!E 
i:..: 
z ;: 
0:: 
0 
a.. 
2§ 
I 
TAX026 
(REV'.lM/08) 
1022 
STATE OF IDAHO - DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
WAGE REPORT 
STATE ACCOUNT NUMBER: 0001657410 
YEAR WAGES WERE PAID: 2008 
CALENDAR QUARTER WAGES WERE PAID: 
ODILON PONCE MEDINA 
651 MOUNTAIN LOOP 
4 
MIDDLETON ID 83644 
**** ATTENTION CORPORA tJONS **** 
Payments to officers of a corporation for services performed are 
reportable wages {including subchapter S and other closely-held corporations). 
CASHIER 
IDAHO DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
317 W MAIN STREET 
BOISE IDAHO 83735-0610 
Telephone: (208) 332-3576 or (800) 448-2977 
IMPORTANT: 
- Adjus_tments to wages reported in 
previous quarters must be 
submitted SEPARATELY. 
- DO NOT include negative wages 
on this report. 
Visit our web site: www.labor.idaho.gov 
- Sign up to report wages Oil-Line. 
- Download wage reporting software 
to your PC. 
- See the approved file formats for 
reporting wages. 
14. EMPLOYEE'S SOCIAL SECURITY 
NUMBER (REQUIRED) 
15. EMPLOYEE'S LAST NAME, FIRST NAME AND !NlllALS 
(PLEASE TYPE OR MACHINE PRINT IF POSSIBLE) 
16. TOTAL IDAHO WAGES 
PAID THIS QUARTER 
DOLLARS I CENTS 
I 
FERNANDEZ ALONSO 150.:00 
GARCIA EDGAR A 2s2.;oo 
HERNANDEZ SILVANO 6,503.;oo 
I 
MEDINA JORGE A 3, 180 .:co 
MEDINA SERGIO 0 21i.;so 
PACHECO JUAN M 6, 699 .:oo 
I 
PACHECO MORALES JOSE A 4, 625 .:oo 
I 
RAMIREZ JUAN A 7,543.;oo 
RODRIGUEZ JHIMY M s,s2s.:so 
I 
I 
ROSAS AGUSTIN .A 6,244.:oo 
I 
SOTO ANGEL FERNANDO 3,991.:00 
VASQUEZ JOSE R 4, 117 .:so 
I 
VILLAFANA JAIME 4,570.:so 
I 
17. TOTAL FOR THIS PAGE 53, 645 .;oo 
18. TOTAL WAGES FOR THIS WAGE REPORT (ENTER ON LINE 5 OF THE TAX REPORT) 53, 645 .:oo 
EXHIBIT G 
BEFORE THE L\l)USTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRAi.'\CISCO SERR.At"l\'O, 
Clafrnant, 
v. 
FOUR SEASONS FRAMING, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST IN"S. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
IC 2004-501845 
NOTICE OFHEARL'l"G 
FI LED 
~AR - 3 2011 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a hearing will be held in the above-entitled matter on 
JULY 28, 2011 at 9:00 a.m., for a full day, in the Industrial Commission hearing room, 700 South 0 
Clearwater Lane, City of Boise, County of Ada, State ofidaho, on the following issues: 
1. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional TTD/TPD benefits; 
2. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional medical benefits pursuant to I.C. § 72-432; 
3. Whether Claimant is entitled to permanent partial impairment; 
4. Whether Claimant is entitled to retraining benefits; and 
5. Whether Claimant is entitled to attorney fees pursuant to LC. § 72-804. 
The parties shall be ready to proceed at the scheduled time for hearing. Sanctions may be 
imposed against any party not prepared or not attending. 
:\'OTICE OF HEARL.-..;G -1 MAR 
...., ! 
DATED this~ day of March, 201 L 
INDUSTRJAL COMMISSION 
... 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~J day of March, 20 I I a true and correct copy of the NOTICE 
OF HEARING was served by United States Certified Mail upon each of the following: 
RICHARD HA..~OND 
81 IE CHICAGO ST 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KIMBERLY A DOYLE 
PO BOX6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
and by email to: 
DEAN WILLIS 
mdwillis l@msn.com 
phone (208) 85 5-915 1 
Spanish Interpreter: 
Christopher Dimmick 
Dimmick Translation Services 
proiects(@mdtranslations.com 
. ~ 
Courtesy copy to: 
SAM JOHNSON 
405 S gTH ST STE 250 
BOISE ID 83701 
amw 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
-) 
i 
/1 r 
,/ /Lt l.:I:. t. 
EXHIBIT H 
Ci 
l 
.:=~::~ '! !~~"':"" 
.._,v .. ..1.t... ..L vv'- i. i 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL C01\1MISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
q·. 
FRA.t"'JCISCO SERRANO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
). 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
-~- ....... 
Claimant, 
v. 
FOUR SEASONS FRA.MIN"G, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INSURANCE 
CORPORATION, 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
ORDER DEl\'YING 
CLAlMANT'S MOTION 
FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER 
Fl LED 
FEB 2 3 Q010. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
On December 14, 2009, Claimant filed a morion for a protective order. Claimant seeks a 
Commission order prohibiting Defendants from performing an investigation into Claimant's 
immigration status. Claimant asserts that permitting such an investigation would violate his 
constitutional rights. Defendants respond that such an inquiry would be relevant to issues in the 
case and that the Commission does not have the authority to decide constitutional issues. 
The Commission recently detennined that a claimant's immigration status is a relevant 
factor in deteTinin.ing whether the claimant suffers from permanent disability as a result of his 
industrial injury. See Diaz v. Franklin Building Supply, 2009 ITC 0652 (November 20, 2009). 
Therefore, where permanent disability is an issue noticed for hearing, it is appropriate for the 
defendants in a case to conduct an investigation into the claimant's immigration status. 
Consequently, Claimant's motion is DE:NlED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 2.:35e;ruary, 2010. 
ORDER DEI'i'YING CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER- J 
( 
ATTEST: 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
~ . 
I hereby certify that on .23 day of February, 2010, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing ORDER DENYING CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER was 
served by regular United States Mail upon each of the following: 
S.AM JOHNSON 
405 s 8 TH STE 250 
BOISE ID 83701 
RJCHARD HAMMOND 
811 E CHICAGO 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KTh1BERL Y DOYLE 
PO BOX 6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
eb/cjh 
ORDER DENYING CLAIMANT'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 
EXHIBIT I 
252180271 
BOtSE LEGAL 
leW:-' q) Jt1 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) IC 2004-501845 
vs. ) 
) ORDER 
FOUR SEASON FRAMJNG, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) Ft LED 
LIBERTY NORTIIWEST INS. CORP., ) SEP - 7 20-10 ) 
Surety, ) INDUSTRIAL COMMISStm· 
Defendants. ) 
On July 15, 2010, Defen~ filed a motion to compel answers to discovery and ·for 
• t ~ '\ 
sanctions. Defendants argued that Claimant failed to comply with the Idaho Industrial 
Commission's (hereinafter, "Commission") February 23, 2010 order denying Claimant's motion 
for a protective order. On July 16, Claimant filed an objection to Defendants' motion to compel. 
The crux of the dispute between the parties is whether Claimant should disclose his immigration 
status to pursue his claim for disability benefits, in light of the recent Diaz case. The 
Commission held a telephone conference with the parties on August 9, 20 l 0. 
Following the telephone conference, Claimant submitted his proposed resolution of the 
discovery dispute as follows: Claimant will assert his Fifth Amendment right to rem.a.in silent, 
but the Commission will allow the inference that that Claimant is without proper lawful 
immigration documentation to work within the United States; and Claim.ant will still be allowed 
to pmsue his permanent partial disability (''PPD") benefits. Claimant cont~·~tlfi? sob~tit?? ~ i~:· 
... r"" • ..; -
~E? O 7 2010 
ORDER-1 
·"::c~~c!.:. 1 r:-:Gt\L 
... ~•'-·- ......... -
252108271 
allows Claimant to preserve his Fifth Amendment rights, and allow Defendants to argue that 
Claimant is not eligible for PPD benefits. 
On August 19, 2010, Defendants responded to Claimant's proposal. Defendants disagree 
with Claimant's proposed solution. Defendants argue that Claimant should be barred from 
seeking or receiving any permanent disability benefits, if Claimant refuses to divulge any 
information related to his immigration status. Defendants argue that their proposal is supported 
by the December 17, 2009 Response to Claimant's Motion for Protective Order and Defendants' 
July 14, 2010 Motion to Compel Answers to Discovery and for SanctiollS. 
On August 23, 20 I 0, Claimant filed a response. Claimant argues that his proposed 
alternative solution is lawful, and in accordance with Supreme Court jurisprudence on the Fifth 
Amendment Claimant also argues that the Supreme Court forbids costly penalties against an 
individual asserting their Fifth Amendment Right against self-incrimination under Garrity v. 
New York, 385 U.S. 493 (1967) and McPherson v. McPherson, 112 Idaho 402 (Ct.App. 1987). 
Claimant argues that the Supreme Court allows an adverse inference to be drawn from the 
silence of an individual pleading the Fifth Amendment under Baxter v. Palmigiano, 425 U.S. 308 
(1976). 
Claimant also argues that his case is distinct from those discussed in Diaz v. Franklin 
Building Supply, ITC (filed November 20, 2009), because Claimant may enter the wo:rkforce as 
an independent contractor at a later point in time. 
Diaz v. Franklin Building Supply 
The Commission's recent decision in Diaz v. Franklin Building Supply, ITC (November 
20, 2009) illustrates the intersection of a claimant's legal status and the determination of the 
claimant's permanent partial disability {PPD) benefits. InDiaz, Claimant sought PPD benefits in 
ORDER-2 
252180271 
excess of his physical impairment. Claimant openly acknowledged that he was present illegally 
in the U.S. and had no legal access to the Idaho or U.S. labor markets. 
The Commission ruled that Claimant was foreclosed from pursuing a claim for disability 
benefits in excess of permanent physical impairment due, in part, to the fact that he could not be 
legally employed in the United States. Diaz establishes, at the very least, that an injured 
worker's immigration status is relevant to the issue of disability as one of the several "non-
medical factors" the Commission is required to consider in making the disability assessment. 
The Fifth Amendment Right against Self-Incrimination 
Claimant has repeatedly refused to respond to Defendants' discovery requests on his legal 
status to work in the United States. Claimant argues that the Fifth Amendment protects him 
from disclosing his status, and that the facts of his case are distinct from Diaz. The Commission 
has urged Claimant to comply with Defendants' repeated requests for discovery. 
The Fifth Amendment, in relevant part, states that ·~o person shall ... be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself" The central standard for the privilege's 
application has been whether the claimant is confronted by substantial and 'real,' and not merely 
trifling or imaginary, hazards of incrimination." Marchetti v. U.S., 390 U.S. 39, 53, see Hill v. 
Department of Employment, 108 Idaho 583 (1985). While the current proceeding is a civil 
proceeding before the Idaho Industrial Commission for a specific type of workers' compensation 
benefits, the Court has held that; 
It has long been held that this prohibition [against self-incrimination] not only 
permits a person to refuse to testify against himself at a criminal trial in which he 
is a defendant, but also 'privileges him not to answer official questions put to him 
in any other proceeding, civil or criminal, formal or informal, where the answers 
might incriminate him in future criminal proceedings. 
ORDER-3 
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The availability of the Fifth Amendment privilege against self-incrimination 
"does not tum upon the type of proceeding in which its protection is invoked, but 
upon the nature of the statement or admission and the exposure which it invites. 
Madison v. Craven, 144 Idaho 696, 699 (Idaho 2007), citing Lefko-witz v. Turley, 414 
U.S. 70, 77 (1973) and citing In re Gault, 387 U.S. 1 (1967). 
Thus, the Fifth Amendment may be available to persons based on the content of the 
admission which may result from testifying, including workers' compensation proceedings 
before the Commission. Presumably, Claimant is concerned that admitting his alien status would 
result in deportation proceedings under 8 U.S.C. § 1251. 
It is well settled law that deportation proceedings are civil in nature, and not criminal. 
Harisiades v. Shaughnessy, 342 U.S. 580 (1951). "Deportation, however, severe its 
consequences, has been consistently classified as a civil rather than a criminal procedure." Id. 
While persons may be deported for criminal convictions, deportation is not a punishment. See, 
Bugajewi'tz v. Adams, 228 U.S. 585. Likewise, the Fifth Amendment does not apply in 
circumstances where a claimant wishes to conceal her legal status to avoid deportation. See, 
United States v. Ba/sys, 542 U.S. 666, 671 (Balsys agrees that the risk that his testimony might 
subject him to deportation is not a sufficient ground for asserting the privilege, given the civil 
character of a deportation proceeding); INS v. Lopez-Mendoza, 468 U.S. 1032, 1043-44 (1984); 
People v. Bolivar, 643 N.Y.S.2d 205 (1996). In fact, claimant's silence on his immigration status 
will not even protect him in an immigration proceeding. 
Silence is often evidence of the most persuasive character ... [TJhere is no rule of 
law which prohibits officers charged with the administration of the immigration 
law from drawing an inference from the silence of one who is called upon to 
speak . . . A person arrested on the preliminary warrant is not protected by a 
presumption of citizenship comparable to the presumption of innocence in a 
criminal case. There is no provision which forbids drawing an adverse inference 
from the fact of standing mute. 
ORDER-4 
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INS v. Lopez-Mendoz, 468 U.S. at 1043-44 (quoting United States es rel. 
Bilokumsky v. Tod, 263 U.S. at 153-54.) 
Claimant has not shown any specific hazard of incrimination that would prevent the 
disclosure of his legal status to Defendants in these workers' compensation proceeding. 
Claimant cites Baxter v. Palmigiano, 425 U.S. 308 (1976) and Alderson v. Bonner, 142 
Idaho 733, 132 P.3d 1261 (Idaho App. 2006) for the proposition that a fact-finder may draw an 
adverse inference from the silence of an individual pleading the Fifth Amendment. Claimant 
wishes to have the Commission draw an adverse inference from his silence on his immigration 
status, and then be entitled to PPD benefits. The cases Claimant cites are distinct from the issue 
before the Commission. In Alderson v. Bonner, supra, plaintiffs brought an action against 
videotaper for invasion of privacy and intentional infliction of emotional distress after videotaper 
was caught outside plaintiffs' residence with his camera and tapes of the plaintiffs in various 
states of undress. On appeal, the defendant challenged the jury instruction which stated that the 
jury could draw a negative inference U: in response to a question, a witness invoked the Fifth 
Amendment right against self-incrimination. The Court found that there was no instructional 
error in the use of that instruction that would necessitate a new 1rial. 142 Idaho at 744. The 
criminal implications facing the defendant in the invasion of privacy and intentional infliction of 
emotional distress case are readily apparent, given the nature of his activity against the plaintiffs. 
In this case, there is no discemable incrimination given the Supreme Court jurisprudence on 
deportation proceeding. While Claimant's silence on his legal status may allow the adverse 
inference that Claimant lacks legal status in a deportation proceeding, Claimant's refusal to 
disclose his status in his workers' compensation proceeding for PPD benefits has no criminal 
consequences, and is an uncooperative response to discovery requests. 
ORDER-5 
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Sanctions 
Claimant also argues that "costly" penalties are not permitted against persons asserting 
their Fifth Amendment right against self-crimination. See, Garrity v. New York, 385 U.S. 493 
(1967) andMcPherson v. McPherson, 112 Idaho 402 (Idaho App. 1987). Thus, Claimant argues 
that the Commission should not sanction Claimant for his refusal to cooperate with the discovery 
requests by eliminating the issue of PPD from the hearing. For reasons discussed above, the 
Commission is not persuaded that Claimant has a valid Fifth Amendment privilege to hide his 
legal status under federal law and Supreme Court precedent Claimant is likely referring to the 
latter of the two exceptions identified by the United States Supreme Court to the general rule that 
a witness must claim the privilege in order to enjoy its protections. See, Minnesota v. Murphy, 
465 U.S. 420 at 430 (1984). As explained in State of Idaho v. Curless, 137 Idaho 138 (2002): 
The second exception applies to cases where the assertion of the privilege is 
penalized so as to foreclose a free choice to remain silent, and compel a witness to 
give incriminating testimony. This exception prevents the state from imposing 
substantial penalties because a witness elects to exercise his or her Fifth 
Amendment right. not to give self-incriminating testimony. The threat of 
punishment for reliance on the privilege distinguishes cases of this sort from the 
ordinary case in which a witn.ess is merely required to appear and give testimony. 
137 Idaho at 143 (citat.,;ons omitted). 
The rationale behind his exception is to allow persons to be able to make the decision to 
invoke the Fifth Amendment privilege. While the Commission readily agrees that persons 
should not be foreclosed from their free choice to invoke the protection of the Fifth Amendment 
via the imposition of costly penalties, the Commission does not find Claimant's arguments 
persuasive for the following reasons. First, Claimant's disclosure regarding his legal status is not 
self-incriminating as deportation is a civil proceeding, not a criminal one. Second, as discussed 
above, the principle identified by Claimant is in reference to the exception to the rule that a 
ORDER-6 
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witness must claim the Fifth Amendment pn.vilege in order to enjoy its protections or have 
privilege considered waived by the witness. This is not a case involving whether Claimant has 
waived the Fifth Amendment by virtue of his failure to claim the privilege in these proceedings. 
Indeed, Claimant has not shown any hesitation to claim his purported entitlement to the privilege 
of the Fifth Amendment Claimant has repeatedly refused to respond to Defendants 
interrogatory requests on his Fifth Amendment claim. The Commission has imposed no 
sanctions or penalties on Claimant to prevent him from claiming his Fifth Amendment privilege. 
Rather, the Commission has ordered Claimant to comply with Defendants' reasonable discovery 
requests. 
Claimant's legal status is germane to the calculation of his PPD benefits. Claimant's 
reluctance to comply with Defendants' discovery request cannot be excused by his reliance on 
the Fifth Amendment. 
Unlike a criminal defendant who may invoke the Fifth Amendment right to 
remain silent and force the state to prove its case, a civil litigant may be 
compelled, by the rules of discovery, to divulge unprivileged information that will 
aid his or her opponent. Rule 26(b)(l) permits parties to 'obtain discovery 
regarding any matter, not privileged, which is relevant to the subject matter 
involved in the pending action .... " 
Lester v. Salvino, 141Idaho937, 940 (Idaho App. 2005). 
The Commission is persuaded that Defendants' discovery requests regarding Claimant's 
legal status are permitted under its broad rules of discovery. The Commission adopted JRP 7(c) 
which reads as follows: Procedural matters relating to discovery,. except sanctions, shall be 
controlled by the appropriate provisions of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Under JRP 16 
Sanctions, the Commission has retained the "power to impose appropriate sanctions for any 
violation or abuse of its rules or procedures." The Commission is reluctant to impose sanctions 
upon parties, and has pursued other measures to resolve the discovery dispute between the 
ORDER-7 
-252100271 
parties. However, the Commission has repeatedly ordered Claimant to comply with Defendants' 
discovery requests on the matter, and Claimant has declined to do so. 
Also among the inherent powers of the judicial branch is the authority vested in 
the courts to protect and maintain the dignity and integrity of the court room and 
to achieve the orderly and expeditious disposition of cases. Chambers v. Nasco, 
Inc., 50 I U.S. 32, 111 s.a. 2123 at 2132 (The courts are vested by their very 
nature with power to ''impose silence, respect, and decorum ... , and submission 
to their lawful mandatesO" and with the means to "manage their own affairs so as 
to achieve the orderly and expeditious disposition of cases.") (citing Anderson v. 
Dunn, 6 Wheat. 204, 227, 5 L.Ed. 242 (1874); Link v. Wabash R. Co., 370 U.S. 
626, 630-31, 82 S.Ct. 1386, 1388-89 (1962)); State v. Currington, 108 Idaho 539, 
539-41, 700 P.2d 942, 942-43 (1985) 
Talbot v. Ames Const., 127 Idaho 648, 904 P.2d 560 
The Commission has previously awarded interest payments for unreasonable delay of 
workers' compensation benefits and attorney's fees, and has certified cases to the District Court 
for contempt proceedings and issued orders of default. See, Idaho Code § 72-715; Idaho Code § 
72-804; Lee v. Kraft, Inc., 1990 IlC 0133; Dixon v. Walsh Constroction Co., 1994 IlC 0158 
(Claimant did not respond to discovery request, appropriately pursue his claim, or appear at 
hearing). The Supreme Court has held that the Commission did not err when finding that a 
claimant's refusal to respond to questions about her past or present medical conditions at an IME 
examination constituted an unreasonable obstruction of the defendants' Independent Medical 
Exam (IME), and the defendants could terminate benefits without an order of the Commission as 
a sanction. See, Brewer v. La Crosse Health and Rehab, 138 Idaho 859 (2003). 
Since Claimant has refused to provide Defendants with a response to discovery intended 
to ascertain Claimant's immigration status, and since Claimant's status is relevant to Claimant's 
entitlement to disability in excess of impairment, an appropriate sanction for Claimant's refusal 
to comply with the discovery order is the striking of his claim for disability benefits from 
consideration for so long as he continues to refuse to respond to Defendants' discovery requests. 
ORDER-8 
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' ! 
Based on the foregoing. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT the Claimant's claim for 
benefits shall be omitted as an issue on the claim currently before the Commission. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this ~ay of September, 2010. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
~=::::::::..___ 
Thomas P. Baskin, Commissioner 
AITEST: 
...... -Ll-J.ll:JW)~~ •• • "". ; ~ .. .. ~ 
.... , l'r- ·······:.i..o .... 
'',,, c OF ID"''' ,,•'"" 
'''''••m•Ci,RTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 7.P::.. day o~ J nl;""_,J "' /, 2010, a true and correct 
copy of Order were served by regular United States"'"~f the following: 
RICHARD HAMMOND 
811 E CIDCAGO STREET 
CALDWEll ID 83605 
KIMBERLY A DOYLE 
POBOX6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
cs-m/sb/cjh 
ORDER-9 
EXHIBIT J 
' , 
BOISE LEGAL 
I 
.UiJ.5 ·~ l CZ:? l .3 ( 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO, 
Claimant, 
v. 
FOUR SEASONS FRAMJNG, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
IC 2004-501845 
ORDER DENYING 
RECONSIDERATION 
Fl LED 
FEB 2 4 2011 
On February I, 2011, Claimant filed a Verified Renewed Motion for Protection Order 
and Motion for Reconsideration and Sanctions. Defendants filed a response in opposition on 
February 9, 2011. _Claimant filed a reply on February 10, 2011. 
Claimant requests, based on the late disclosure of a Resident Alien card and a Social 
Security card, the Commission rule again on his previously filed Motion for a Protection Order 
and Motion for Reconsideration and Sanctions. Defendants argue that Claimant's motion should 
be stricken or denied in its entirety because it is simply a rehash of the arguments Claimant has 
made on nine prior occasions. Defendants also requests sanctions. 
The Commission issued an Order Denying Claimant's Motion for Protective Order on 
February 23, 2010. On August 12, 2010, the Commission held a status conference on the issue 
of outstanding discovery. 
On September 7, 2010, the Commission ruled that since Claimant refused to provide 
·Defendants with a response to discovery intended to ascertain Claimant's immigration status, 
ORDER DENYING RECONSIDERATION - 1 
I ~ B8bfJl i 0374 
and since Claimant's status is relevant to Claimant's entitlement to disability excess of 
impairment, the sanction for failing to provide the requested information is the dismissal of the 
claim for disability in excess of impairment 
Thereafter, Claimant filed a Motion for Reconsideration on September 15, 2010. The 
Commission held another status conference on December 21, 2010, to discuss the procedural 
posture of the case. 
On December 21, 2010, the Commission issued an Order Denying Reconsideration after 
reviewing the facts of this case in view of the issues before the Industrial Commission on a claim 
for disability in excess of physical impairment. The Commission found that the hazard of self-
incrimination is not real and appreciable, and that the Claimant does not have cause to fear 
criminal prosecution from a direct answer to the questions posed to him by Defendants in their 
discovery request. The principal risk Claimant faces if he is indeed in this country illegally, is 
deportation which is a civil, not a criminal, proceeding. 
On January 11, 2011, Defendants filed supplemental answers to Claimant's discovery 
requests which included a copy of Claimant's Resident Alien card and Social Security card. 
Finally, on February 1, 2011, Claimant filed the motion currently pending, a Verified 
Renewed Motion for Protection Order and Motion for Reconsideration and Sanctions. 
There is no procedure at the Commission for yet another reconsideration of a prior 
reconsideration. Further; Defendants' January 11, 2011 response to Claimant's discovery 
request does not revive Claimant's motion which has been previously decided. In the Order 
Denying Reconsideration, issued December 21, 2010, the Commission assumed, for the sake of 
discussion, that Claimant made one or more false averments, such as a false Social Security card 
or false identification. Thus, the Resident Alien card and Social Security card presented by 
ORDER DENYING RECONSIDERATION - 2 
Defendants in response to Claimant's discovery request were already considered m the 
Commission's prior decision. 
The Commission's December 21, 2010 Order to Compelling Discovery ordered 
Defendants to produce a copy of Claimant's personnel file to Claimant within 20 days of the 
order. Defendants submitted a copy of the Resident Alien card and Social Security card on 
January 11, 2011, exactly 20 days from the date of the order to compel. Therefore, the 
Commission denies Claimant's motion for sanctions. 
Based upon the foregoing reasons, Claimant's motions are DENIED. Defendants request 
for sanctions is also DENIED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this dt.i day of ~el:JrL.-< o...Y-~ , 201 I. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
R.D. Maynard, Commissioner 
ORDER DENYING RECONSIDERATION - 3 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on c:2. Y, day of f;?Jaw a(~ 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing ORDER DENYING RECONSIDERATIN was served· by regular 
United States Mail upon each of the following: 
RlCHARD HA1VIMOND 
811 E CIDCAGO STREET 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KIMBERLY A DOYLE 
PO BOX 6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
cc: SAM JOHNSON 
405 S EIGHT STREET, SUITE 250 
BOISE ID 83701 
ORDER DENYING RECONSIDERATION - 4 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRA.'l'CISCO SERRANO, 
Claimant, 
v. 
FOlJR SEASONS FRAl\tfING, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) IC 2004-501845 
) 
) 
) ORDER REGARDING 
) MOTION TO RESET HEARING 
) AND TO COMPEL 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
On May 31, 2011, Claimant filed a Motion to Reset Hearing and to Compel. Defendants 
filed an Opposition to Motion to Reset Hearing and to Compel. 
Claimant requests an order compelling Defendants to provide 1) the 2006, 2007, and 
2008 tax records of the Employer and 2) the employee files for each employee employed with 
the Employer during 2008. Claimant argues that these records will contain relevant information 
relating to Claimant's income, Claimant's 2008 accident, and whether the employees of 
Employer are currently legal in the United States which will establish that there is a labor market 
in Canyon County for undocumented immigrants. 
Defendants' oppose the motion arguing that they have disclosed all the information 
Claimant has requested. Defendants submitted a list of employees who worked with Claimant 
during the time of his accident and Employer's tax records with the response filed on June 15, 
2011. Exhibit F to Defendants' Opposition to Motion to Reset Hearing and to Compel. Thus, 
ORDER REGARDING MOTION TO RESET HEARING AL~D TO COMPEL- 1 
the Commission finds this request satisfied and the motion to compel is moot. 
Claimant has not persuaded the Commission there is a need to reset the hearing. Since 
the issue of disability in excess of impairment has been removed as an issue for hearing, 
Claimant's need to establish that there is a labor market in Canyon County for undocumented 
immigrants is not relevant. 
Based upon the foregoing reasons, Claimant's Motion to Rest Hearing is DENIED and 
Motion to Compel deemed moot. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this vf'(/\ day of __ J_l).,,_(J-+---' 2011. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
ORDER REGARDING MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL- 2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I I I I hereby certify that on l.f day of V Vv '1 , 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing ORDER REGARDING MOTION TO RESET HEARING A.ND TO 
COMPEL was served by regular United States Mail upon each of the following: 
RlCHARD HAMMOND 
81 lE CHICAGO STREET 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KIMBERLY A DOYLE 
PO BOX 6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
sb/ 
l 
ORDER REGARDING MOTION TO RESET HEARING AND TO COMPEL- 3 
Kimberly A. Doyle (ISB 8312) 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax(800)972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE ST ATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) NOTICE OF TAKING POST-
v. ) HEARING DEPOSITION OF 
) TIMOTHY DOERR, M.D. 
Four Seasons Framing, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Corp., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
TO: CLAIMANT, Francisco Serrano, and his attorney, Richard L. Hammond. 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the counsel for Defendants Four Seasons Framing 
and Liberty Northwest Ins. Corp. will take the testimony upon oral examination of Timothy 
Doerr, M.D., before M & M Court Reporters, Notary Public and Court Reporter, or in case 
of their inability to act or be present, before some other officer authorized to administer 
oaths, on a date and at a time to be determined, and continuing thereafter from day to day 
as the taking of the deposition may be adjourned, at a place to be determined, at which 
Pg. 1 - NOTICE OF TAKING POST-HEARING DEPOSITION OF DR. DOERR 
time and place you are notified to appear and take such part in the examination as you 
may deem proper. 
This deposition shall be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and is 
taken to perpetuate hearing testimony. 
DATED this astl'\day of July; 2011. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the asyi,~fay of July, 2011, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage prepaid, upon the 
following at the address indicated: 
Richard L. Hammond 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Samuel Johnson 
JOHNSON & MONTELEONE, LLP 
405 S. Eighth St., Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83702 
Pg. 2 - NOTICE OF TAKING POST-HEARING DEPOSITION OF DR. DOERR 
07/27/2811 12:53 28845348Sl HAMMOND LAW OFFTCE PAGE 82/83 
_;_GINAL TO: INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, .JUDICIAL DIVISION, P.O. BOX 83720, BOISE, IDAHO 83720-0041 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION COMPLAINT 
.ANT'S (INJURED WORKER) N&Yi.E AND ADDRESS 
Francisco Serrano 
6507 Everett St 
Boise, ID 83 704 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS (at time of injury) 
Four Seasons Framing 
651 Mountain Loop 
Middleton, ID 83644 
CLAIMANTS SOCIAL 
SECURJTY NO. 
CLAIMANTS BIRTHDATE 
STATE A.ND COUNTY IN WIDCH INJURY OCC1JRRED 
Idaho, Canyon 
CLAIMANTS ATTORJ'rEY'S NAME, .WDRESS, AND 
TELEPHONE NUMBER 
Hai.'1unond Law Office, PA 
Richard L Hammond 
811 E_ Chicago Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Phone: 208-453-4857 
Fax: 208-453-4861 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE CARRIER'S 
(NOT ADJUSTOR'S) NAME AND ADDRESS 
Liberty Nonhwest Insurance 
PO Box7507 
Boise, ID 83707-1507 
DATE OF INJURY OR MANIFESTATION OF OCCUPATIONAL 
DISEASE 
1-28-08 
WHEN INJURED, CLAIMANT WAS EARNING AN AVERAGE 
VIEEKLY WAGE 
OF: $14.50 per hr PURSUANT TO IDAHO CODE § 72-419 
DESCRIBE HOW INJURY OR OCCUPATIONAL DlSEASE OCCURRED (WHAT HAPPENED) 
Claimant was injured after fell on ice during employment. 
NATURE OF MEDICAL PROBLEMS ALLEGED AS A RESULT Of ACCIDENT OR OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE 
Back Injury 
\.\THAT WORKERS' COMPENSATION BENEFITS ARE YOU CLAilvllNG AT THIS TIME? 
Unpaid PTD ITTD, Medical Treatment, PPI issued by Dr. Rogers, PPD, Retraining Benefits, Attorney Fees. 
DATE ON VlHICH NOTICE OF INJURY WAS GIVEN TO 
EMPLOYER 
1-28-0& 
HOW NOTlCE WAS GIVEN: x= ORAL 
ISSUE OR ISSUES INVOLVED 
Is claimant entitled to back owed and ongoing TTD PTD claimant 
entitled to payment of medical bills for injuries sustained in this 
accident; Is Claimant entitled to any additional medical treatment, 
the extent of claimant's permanent and partial impainnent and or 
disability and attorney's fees. 
TO \VHOM NOTICE WAS GIVEN 
Direct Supervisor Temporary Supervisor I Owner :Ml', Medina 
xc.. WRlTTEN = OTHER, PLEASE SPECIFY 
DO YOU BELIEVE IBIS CLAIM PRESENTS A NEW QUESTION OF LAW ORA COMPLICATED SET OF FACTS? 'J YES XO 
NO 1.F SO, PLEASE STATE WHY. 
NOTICE: COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE LiVDUSTRJAL SPECIAL IlvDEMNITY FUND MUST BE lN ACCORDANCE WITH 
IDAHO CODE § 72-334 AND FILED ON FORM I.C. 1002 
(COMPLETE O.THJ::,"J?. SIDE) Complaint - Page 1 of 3 
Appendix 1 
07/27/2011 WED 12 44 [TX/RX NO 9181] 
07/27/2011 12:53 2084534Rf;l HAMMOND LAIAI OFF T CE PAGE 03/03 
PHYSICIANS WHO TREATED CLAIMANT (NAME AND ADDRESS) 
Primary Treating Physician: Other Treating Physicians: 
Kenneth M. Little, MD Michael V. Hajjar, M.D. Joseph M. Verska, M.D. Timothy Doer:r, M.D. 
1055 N Curtis Rd Neuro Science Associates Michael Rothman, M.D. Or+J10paedic Assoc 
. Boise, ID 83706 6140 W Curtisian J\ve #400 Beth Rogers, M.D. 90 l N . Cunis Rd; Ste 50 l 
! Boise, lD 83704-8907 360 E Montvue Dv. Ste 100 Boise, ID 83706 
Sandra A Thompson, M.D. Meridian, ID 83642 
1613 W Shoreline Dr; Ste 140 
Boise, ID 83702 
EMPLOYER Al'<'D SURETY PAID MEDICAL BENEFITS AND FlNANClAL BENEFJTS UNTIL SEPTEMBER 2008. 
Unpaid and Paid Medical Bills were attached as Pre Hearing Exhibits and referenced and incorporated herein. 
I AM lNTERESTED IN MEDIATING THIS CLAIM, W THE OTHER PARTIES AGREE. XO YES - NO 
DATE 7-27-11 IMANTOR RNEY 
PLEASE ANSWER T SET OF lJESTIONS IMMEDIATELY BELOW 
ONLY !F CLAIM IS MADE FOR DEATH BENEFITS 
NAME AND SOCIAL SECURJTY 
"NUMBER OF PARTY FILING 
COMPLAINT 
1 DATE OF DEATH RELATION TO DECEASED CLAIMANT 
NIA NIA 
WAS FILING PARTY DEPENDENT ON DECEASED? 
C YES =NO NIA 
NIA 
DID FILING PARTY LIVE WITH DECEASED AT TIME OF 
ACCIDENT? 
C:YES =NO NIA 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 1..1.a.y of [\', · f, , 20 J_J_, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Complaint 
and Claimant's Discovery Request to Defendants~ 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Attorney for Employer and Surety; 
Kimberly A. Doyk 
Harmon, '\'/bittier & Day 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
Facsimile: (208) 972-3213 
SURETY'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
NOTICE: An Employer or Insnrance Company served with a Complaiot must file an Answe..- on Form I.C. 1003 with the 
Industrial Commis!'ion within :21 days of the date of service as specified on the certificate of mailing to avoid default. lf no answer 
is filed, a Default Award may be entered! 
Further information may be obtained from: Industrial Commission, Judicial Division, P.O. Box 83720, Boise, Idaho 83720-0041 (208) 
334-6000. 
(COMPLETE MEDICAL RELEASE FORM ON PAGE 3) 
Complaint- Page 2 of 3 
07/27/2011 WED 12 44 [TX/RX NO 8181] 
I 
SEND ORIGL~AL TO: INDUSTRUL COMMISSION, JUDICIAL DI v-ISION, 700 S.CLEARWA TER LN, BOISE, IDAHO 83712 
x 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
I. C. NO. 2008-004757 
CLAIMANT'S NAME .'\ND ADDRESS 
Mr. Francisco Serrano 
6507 Everett 
Boise, ID 83704 
EMPLOYER'S NAME AND ADORES 
Four Seasons Framing 
651 Mountain Loop 
P. 0. Box 472 
Middleton, ID 83644 
ATTORNEY REPRESENTING EMP' OYER OR EMPLOYER/SURETY (NAME AND 
ADDRESS) 
Kimberly A. Doyle 
Law Offices of Harmon & Day 
P. 0. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
ALLEGED INJURY DATE: January 28, 2008 
CLAIMANT'S ATTORNEY'S NAME AND ADDRESS 
Mr. Richard L. Hammond Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
WORKERS' COMPENSATION INSURANCE CARRIER'S (NOT 
AND ADDRESS 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Company 
P. 0. Box 7507 
Boise, Idaho 83707 
ATTORNEY REPRESENTING iNDUSTRIAL SPECIAL INDEMNITY FUND (NAME 
AND ADDRESS) 
The above-named employer or employer/surety responds to Claimant's Complaint by stating: 
The Industrial Special Indemnity Fund responds to the Complaint against the ISIF by stating: 
IT IS: (Check One) 
Admitted Denied 
x 1. That the accident or occupational exposure alleged in the Complaint actually occurred on or about the time 
claimed. 
x 2. That the employer/employee relationship existed. 
x 3. That the parties were subject to the provisions of the Idaho Workers' Compensation Act. 
x 4. That the condition for which benefits are claimed was caused partly _x_ entirely_ by an accident arising 
out of and in the course of Claimant's employment. 
NIA NIA 5. That, if an occupational disease is alleged, manifestation of such disease is or was due to the nature of the 
employment in which the hazards of such disease actually exist, are characteristic of and peculiar to the 
trade, occupation, process, or employment. 
x 6. That notice of the accident causing the injury, or notice of the occupational disease, was given to the 
employer as soon as practical but not later than 60 days after such accident or 60 days of the manifestation 
of such occupational disease. 
N/A f'JIA 7. That, if an occupational disease is alleged, notice of such was given to the employer within five months after 
the employment had ceased in which it is claimed the disease was contracted. 
x 8. That the rate of wages claimed is correct. If denied, state the average weekly wage pursuant to Idaho 
Code, Section 72-419: $ 303.94 
x 9. That the alleged employer was insured or permissibly self-insured under the Idaho Workers' Compensation 
Act. 
10. What benefits, if any, do you concede are due Claimant? NONE IN ADDITION TO THOSE ALREADY PAID I 
' 
0 IC.000 Answer-Page 1 or 2 
·continued from front) 
11. State with specificity what matters are in dispute and your reason for denying liability, together with any affirmative defenses. 
A. Defendants deny all allegations of the Complaint not admitted herein. 
8. Whether Claimant's current condition is causally related to the industrial accident or is related to a pre-existing or subsequent injury or 
condition; 
C. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional medical benefits; 
0. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional TTD!TPD benefits; 
E. Whether Claimant has permanent partial impairment arising out of the industrial accident and, if so, appropriate apportionment; 
F. Whether Claimant is entitled to retraining benefits; 
G. Whether Claimant is entitled to attorney fees. 
H. Defendants reserve the right to amend this Answer. 
Under the Commission rules, you have twenty-one (21) days from the date of service of the Complaint to answer the 
Complaint. A copy of your Answer must be mailed to the Commission and a copy must be served on all parties or their 
attorneys by regular U.S. mail or by personal service of process. Unless you deny liability, you should pay immediately 
the compensation required by law, and not cause the claimant, as well as yourself, the expense of a hearing. Al! 
compensation which is concededly due and accrued should be paid. Payments due should not be withheld because a 
Complaint has been filed. Rule 111(0), Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure under the Idaho Workers' Compensation 
law, applies. Complaints against the Industrial Special Indemnity Fund must be filed on Form l.C. 1002. 
I AM INTERESTED IN MEDIATING THIS CLAIM, IF THE OTHER PARTIES AGREE. __ YES __ NO 
DO YOU BELIEVE THIS CLAIM PRESENTS A NEW QUESTION OF LAW OR A COMPLICATED SET OF FACTS? IF SO, PLEASE STATE. 
No 
Amount of Compensation Paid to Date Dated Signature of Defendant or Attorney 
PPDIPPI TTD Medical 
$ 0.00 $9,213.80 $18,175.70 
PLEASE COMPLETE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 28th day of July, 2011, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing Answer upon: 
CLAIMANT'S ATTORNEY: 
Mr. Richard L. Hammond Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
via: ___ personal service of process 
___ regular U.S. Mail 
__ x_ hand delivery 
Signature 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) 
) 
v. ) 
) 
FOUR SEASONS FRAMING, ) 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INSUR.Ai~CE ) 
CORP., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
IC 2004-501845 
2008-004757 
ORDER TO CONSOLIDATE 
Pursuant to the Motion of the parties herein at the hearing held on July 28, 2011, the 
Industrial Commission of the State ofldaho hereby ORDERS that those claims presently pending 
before the Industrial Commission known as IC 2004-501845 and IC 2008-004757 are hereby 
consolidated into a single proceeding. Future pleadings require reference to the two IC numbers 
listed above, but only a single document need be filed with the Commission. 
DATED this f,Jday of August, 2011. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
ORDER TO CONSOLIDATE - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the ~day of August, 2011 a true and correct copy of Order to 
Consolidate was served by regular United States Mail upon each of the following: 
RICHARD HAMMOND 
811 E CHICAGO ST 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KIMBERLY A DOYLE 
POBOX6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
amw 
ORDER TO CONSOLIDATE - 2 
Kimberly A. Doyle (ISB 8312) 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax (800) 972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) l.C. No. 2008-004757 
Claimant, ) 
) 
V. ) AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING 
) POST-HEARING DEPOSITION OF 
Four Seasons Framing, ) Dr. Timothy E. Doerr 
) 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Corp., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. 
TO: CLAIMANT, Francisco Serrano, and his attorney, Richard L. Hammond. ~ 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the counsel for Defendants Four Seasons Framing 
and Liberty Northwest Ins. Corp. will take the testimony upon oral examination of Dr. 
Timothy E. Doerr, before M & M Court Reporters, Notary Public and Court Reporter, or in 
case of their inability to act or be present, before some other officer authorized to 
administer oaths, on August 18, 2011, commencing at 3:00pm of said day and thereafter 
from day to day as the taking of the deposition may be adjourned, at Orthopaedic 
Pg. 1 -AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING POST-HEARING DEPOSITION 
Associates, 8854 W. Emerald Street, Suite 140, Boise, Idaho, 83704, at which time and 
place you are notified to appear and take such part in the examination as you may deem 
proper. 
This deposition shall be taken pursuant to the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and is 
taken to perpetuate hearing testimony. 
DATED this)Yl.0. day of August, 2011. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on the Jnf'.L day of August, 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage prepaid, upon the 
following at the address indicated: 
Richard L. Hammond 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Sam Johnson 
Attorney at Law 
405 S. Eighth St., Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Timothy E Doerr 
Orthopaedic Associates 
8854 W. Emerald 
Boise, ID 83704 
Pg. 2-AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING POST-HEARING DEPOSITION 
ct 
I 
08/05/2011 10:21 2084534''.0C"l 
RJCHARD L. HAMMOND, I. S. #6993 
HA.M:tvfOND LAW OFFICE 7 PA 
811 East Chicago Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 453-4857 
Facsimile: (208) 453-4861 
Attorney for Claimant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMc\fiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO 
Claimant, 
V. 
I.C. No: 2004-501845 
PAGE 02/03 
FOUR SEASON FRAMING 
Employer, 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S NOTICE 
AND AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING 
and 
LIBERTY NORTH\VEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
POST-HEARlNG DEPOSITONS 
COMES NOW the attorney for the Claimant Francisco Serrano, and gives notice of his 
Objection to the NOTICE Ai°'\JD AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING POST-HEARING 
DEPOSITIONS as to the scope and admissibility of testimony outside of the reports, opinions or 
records previously provided through discovery and or admitted as a Rule 10 Exhibit or the 
admissibility of any testimony contrary to the Defendants' Answers to Claimant's Discovery. 
Defendants disclosed Dr. Richard Silver as a witness and presented his expert IME 
opinion and presented such as a Rule 10 exhibit; however, Defendants disclosed Dr. Silver was 
no longer available and the Commission gave Defendants the option to allow Claimant the 
opportunity to hire an expert to cross examine Dr. Silver's repor1 or to withdraw Dr. Silver and 
his report. Defendants elected to withdraw Dr. Silver as an expert and withdraw his report. 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S NOTICE AND A.tv1ENDED NOTICE OF TAKING POST-
HEARING DEPOSITONS I. 
08/05/2011 FRI 10 12 [TX/RX NO 8258] 
08/05/2011 10:21 HAMMOND LAW OF~TCE PAGE 03/03 
Therefore, the testimony of Dr. Doerr should be limited to the testimony as a treating physician 
as disclosed in the records, reports, discovery, etc. and should not be used as the Expert. 
Further, Claimant Objects to any reference w the opinions of Dr. Silver on the grounds 
that Defendants withdrew his report. 
DATED this _s_ day of August, 2011. 
Attorney for Claimant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERillY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent on 
this S:-day of August 2011, to: 
Kimberly A. Doyle 
Harmon, Wnittier & Day 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road 
Boise, ID 83 707 
Phone: (208) 327-7564 
Fa.x: (800) 972-3213 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S Eighth St Ste 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Fax: (208) 947-2424 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fa'< 
Fed. Express 
Court Box 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Court Box 
ond 
Attorney for Claimant 
D 
D 
~ 
D 
D 
D 
8r--
D 
D 
OBJECTION TO DEFENDANT'S NOTICE AND AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING POST-
HEARJNG DEPOSITONS 2. 
08/05/2011 FRI 10 12 [TX/RX HO 8258] 
Kimberly A. Doyle (ISB 8312) 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax(800)972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) 1.C. No. 2008-004757 
Claimant, ) 
) 
v. ) RESPONSE TO OBJECTION TO 
) DEFENDANTS' AMENDED NOTICE 
Four Seasons Framing, ) OF TAKING POST-HEARING 
) DEPOSITIONS 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Corp., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
COME NOW Defendants, Four Seasons Framing, employer, and Liberty Northwest 
Insurance Corp., surety, and pursuant to Judicial Rule of Practice and Procedure E(2), 
hereby respond to Claimant's Objection to Defendants' Notice and Amended Notice of 
Taking Post-Hearing Depositions ("Objection"). As explained below, Defendants both 
oppose in part and consent in part to the Objection. 
Claimant first objects "to the scope and admissibility of testimony outside of the 
[doctors'] reports, opinions or records previously provided through discovery and or 
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admitted as a Rule 10 Exhibit." Objection at p. 1. However, Defendants do not intend to 
inquire of Dr. Timothy Doerr - their only post-hearing deposition in this case 1 - of any 
matters outside either of the parties' properly admitted hearing exhibits. To do so would 
be contrary to J.R.P. 10(E)(4), which states: 
the evidence presented by post-hearing deposition shall be evidence known 
by or available to the party at the time of the hearing and shall not include 
evidence developed, manufactured, or discovered following the hearing. 
Experts testifying post-hearing may base an opinion on exhibits and 
evidence admitted at hearing but not on evidence developed following 
hearing, except on a showing of good cause and order of the Commission. 
(Emphasis added.) Defendants thus plan to ask Dr. Doerr questions based solely on the 
evidence contained in the parties' hearing exhibits. According to the plain language of 
J.R.P. 10(E)(4), Defendants are perfectly within their rights to do just that.2 Defendants 
certainly do not intend to violate the Commission's rules regarding post-hearing 
depositions, thus making Claimant's Objection - which was filed even before Dr. Doerr's 
deposition has been taken - entirely unnecessary. 
Along those same lines, the Industrial Commission and Claimant are directed to the 
April 24, 2009 discovery responses Defendants filed in this case. See Exhibit A, 
1 Claimant's Objection is not specific on this point, but Defendants assume he takes issue only with the post-
hearing deposition of Dr. Timothy Doerr. Defendants served two other post-hearing deposition notices (for 
Dr. Richard Silver and Dr. James Johnston) in this case, but Defendants are not taking either of those 
physicians' depositions. Though not mentioned in the Objection, Dr. Doerr's deposition has been set for 
August 18, 2011. 
2 See, e.g., Lockett v. Quality Electric, Inc., IC 03-001478, 2005 WL 1131008 (Feb. 7, 2005) (finding a 
medical expert's opinion was based on information available prior to and at hearing, and stating the 
Commission's Judicial Rules of Practice do "not prohibit an opinion developed post-hearing. Rather, [the 
rules] prohibit an opinion based on evidence or information developed or obtained post-hearing .... It 
matters not when [the expert] actually formulated his opinion") (emphasis in original). See also Lorca-
Merono v. Yokes Washington Foods, Inc., 137 Idaho 446, 452, 50 P.3d 461, 467 (2002) (overruling 
claimant's objection to the post-hearing deposition testimony of a medical expert, in part because that 
expert's testimony was based on the parties' hearing exhibits). 
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attached.3 In response to Claimant's Interrogatory No. 6, which asks for the name and 
expected testimony of each potential witness in this case, Defendants named Dr. Doerr 
and stated he may "be called to testify to any matters at issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions." See 
Exh. A at p. 3. It goes without saying Defendants broadly defined Dr. Doerr's expected 
testimony, with Claimant having had notice two and a half years prior to hearing that Dr. 
Doerr may testify as to "any matter at issue, including ... Claimant's ... medical condition." 
Considering Defendants' discovery responses in conjunction with J.R.P. 10(E)(4), 
Claimant cannot now realistically object to such testimony. 
Second, in addition to the above objection, Claimant further objects to "the 
admissibility of any testimony contrary to the Defendants' Answers to Claimant's 
Discovery." Objection at p. 1. This objection also is problematic. First, as just explained, 
Defendants put Claimant on notice in 2009 as to the expected nature of Dr. Doerr's 
testimony in this case. Defendants fully intend Dr. Doerr to testify at his post-hearing 
deposition in a manner consistent with that description (again, largely in regard to 
Claimant's medical condition). Second, it seems the overarching purpose of post-
hearing depositions is for a physician to expand upon and clarify the opinions disclosed 
in hearing exhibits, both by direct examination and cross-examination by opposing 
counsel. Such cross-examination may even prompt a physician to alter an opinion set 
forth in a hearing exhibit. In other words, if Dr. Doerr were to suddenly change his mind 
3 Although Claimant included Defendants' discovery responses in his hearing exhibits, some of the pages 
from those responses were missing from his Exhibit B (e.g., page 5 of Defendants' responses, which 
page is attached hereto as Exh. A, p. 3). As the parties agreed on the record at hearing, Defendants 
supplemented Claimant's Exhibit B by adding the missing pages from their responses via letter to the 
Commission on August 5, 2011. See Exhibit B, attached. For the Commission's convenience, a copy of 
the pages from Defendants' discovery responses relevant to this Response is attached as Exhibit A. 
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and testify Claimant has never been medically stable for his industrial accident(s) and now 
requires a host of medical treatment for his alleged low back problems, it is highly doubtful 
Claimant would object to that beneficial testimony on the grounds it is "contrary to the 
Defendants' Answers to Claimant's Discovery." In short, Claimant's objection in this 
regard is simply unfounded. 
Third, Claimant argues "the testimony of Dr. Doerr should be limited to the 
testimony as a treating physician as disclosed in the records, reports, discovery, etc. and 
should not be used as the Expert." Objection at p. 2. Defendants admittedly are unclear 
as to what Claimant hopes to accomplish with this objection. Although it follows 
Claimant's discussion of Dr. Silver's withdrawn Independent Medical Evaluation report 
(see the following paragraph for further information about this issue), it also appears 
Claimant somehow may be attempting to limit Dr. Doerr's testimony in other as-yet 
undefined ways. In any event, Defendants refer once again to both J.R.P. 10(E)(4) and 
their discovery responses, wherein they reserved the right over two years ago to ask Dr. 
Doerr about "any matters at issue, including, but not limited to, Claimant's alleged injury, 
medical condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions." See Exh. A at p. 3 (emphasis 
added). Because Claimant has put his medical condition at issue, Defendants reasonably 
may be expected to ask one of his treating physicians about that condition. Furthermore, 
Defendants disclosed in their April 2009 discovery responses that Dr. Doerr may be called 
to testify as an expert in this case. See Exh. A at p. 5. Defendants are thus unclear as to 
why Claimant objects to Dr. Doerr testifying as an "Expert" (Objection at p. 2), particularly 
when all of Dr. Doerr's chart notes are included in the hearing exhibits and his post-
hearing deposition should come as no surprise to Claimant Accordingly, Defendants 
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oppose this objection on the grounds there does not appear to be any legal or factual 
basis for it. 
Fourth, Claimant "[o]bjects to any reference to the opinions of Dr. Silver," 
presumably meaning Dr. Doerr should not testify about Dr. Silver's IME. Objection at p. 2. 
Simply put, Claimant's reference to Dr. Silver is a red herring. Defendants withdrew Dr. 
Silver's IME report from their hearing exhibits. See Exh. C, attached. Defendants thus 
direct Claimant once again back to J.R.P. 1 O(E)(4), which prohibits a post-hearing 
deponent from testifying as to matters not part of the admitted hearing exhibits. In other 
words, there is no basis for Claimant's objection on this issue because Defendants are 
specifically precluded by the Commission's Rules from asking Dr. Doerr questions about a 
matter not even in evidence (that is, Dr. Silver's IME report). 4 For these reasons, 
Defendants do not oppose that portion of Claimant's Objection related to Dr. Silver. 
Finally, Defendants suggest it would be a more appropriate forum for Claimant to 
make his various objections - if he deems it appropriate to object at all - during the 
deposition of Dr. Doerr. That is, Claimant may object to Defendants' questions and/or Dr. 
Doerr's responses as he sees fit, with any unresolved objections to be addressed in the 
parties' briefs and decided on in the Commission's Order in this case. Claimant's 
Objection, in other words, appears largely premature. However, in the event the 
Commission rules on the Objection prior to Dr. Doerr's deposition on August 18, 2011, 
Defendants request the Commission find against Claimant except as explained above with 
regard to questions about Dr. Silver's IME report. 
In short, Defendants admittedly were unsure how to respond to Claimant's 
4 It is also worth noting Dr. Silver's IME report addressed only Claimant's 2004 industrial accident, while Dr. 
Doerr was Claimant's treating physician only for his 2008 industrial accident. 
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Objection other than as discussed above. Nevertheless, Defendants respectfully request 
the Commission deny the Objection in its entirety except as to Claimant's concern over 
asking Dr. Doerr questions about Dr. Silver's withdrawn IME report, which questions 
Defendants are not permitted to even ask in the first place. 
DATED thl·s q¥.:: d f A t 2011 ay o ugus, . 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the q~ day of August, 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage prepaid, upon the 
following at the address indicated: 
Richard L Hammond 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Sam Johnson 
Attorney at Law 
405 S. Eighth St., Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
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Monte R. Whittier 
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LAW OFFICES OF HARMON, WHITIIER & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Rd., Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208)327-7561 
FAX 800-972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorney for Defendants 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) 
) 
Claimant, ) LC. No. 2004-501845 
) 
vs. ) 
) DEFENDANTS' 
Four Seasons Framing, } ANSWERS 
) TO CLAIMANT'S FIRST 
Employer, ) SET OF 
) INTERf{OGATORIES AND 
and ) REQUESTS FOR 
) PRODUCTION OF 
- Liberty Northwest Ins. Corp., ) DOCUMENTS 
) 
Surety, ) 
)< 
Defendants. ) 
) 
COME NOW, Defendants, Four Seasons Framing, Employer, and Liberty 
Northwest ins. Corp., Surety, by and through t'1eir attorney of record, Monte R. Whittier, 
and respond to Claimant's First Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production as 
follows: 
1 - DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANT'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES ... 
r- , or other health care provider; the extent you contend that the alleged pre-existing condition 
contributes to the Claimant's present or future symptoms, complaints, condition, 
·' \ 
impairment, or disability; the manner you contend that the alleged pre-existing condition 
contributes to the Claimant's present or future symptoms, complaints, condition, 
impairment, or disability; and identify with specificity the medical or other documents which 
you contend evidences the factual basis for your contention that the alleged pre-existing 
condition contributes to the Claimant's present or Mure symptoms, complaints, condition, 
impairment, or disability. 
By this Interrogatory, Claimant seeks to know all facts which you will attempt to 
introduce into evidence concerning any allegation of pre-existing conditions at the hearing 
in this case, and Claimant will move to strike an evidence not revealed in your answer to 
this Interrogatory. 
ANSWER: Defendants are aware that Claimant had prior injuries, however, do not 
believe they have any relationship to the current conditions that Claimant complains of. 
Please refer to those documents attached. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Please set forth any information of which you are 
aware concerning the Claimant's employment, stating the name of the employer; the 
period of employment; the rate of pay; and the Claimant's duties. 
ANSWER: Claimant's employer was Four Seasons Framing and Claimant was . 
making $480.00/week at the time of the 1/16/04 injury and $14.50/hr. _at the time of the 
1/28/08 event. Claimant's duties consisted of those reiated to construction labor/framer. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: State the name, addresses and telephone numbers of 
all those persons who have knowledge of the facts of this case, specify their relationship to 
4 - DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANT'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES ... 
117898213 
, if any, summarize their knowledge, state whether or not you intend to call them as 
witnesses and summarize their anticipated testimony. 
ANSWER: Defendants have not yet determined potential witnesses and state that 
the following individuals may be called as a witness: 
Witness I Expected Testimony I 
Francisco Serrano I May be called to testify to all matters at I I j issue including, but not limited to, pre- I 
employment history, medical condition, I education, the injury in question, and to 
1 anvthinQ else determined to be at issue. 
Amy Mahoney May be called to testify to all matters at 
issue including the claimant's worker's 
compensation claim. 
Unidentified co-workers or supervisors at May be called to testify to any matters at 
Four Seasons Framing issue, including, Claimant's employment, 
medical condition, work history, alleged 
injury, and to any other matters at issue. 
Dr. Joseph Verska May be called to testify to any matters at l issue, including, but not limited to, I Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. James Johnston May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
I Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. Timothy Doerr May be called to testify to any matters at I 
issue, including, but not limited to, I 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diaqnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. Sandra Thompson May be called to testify to any matters at i 
issue, including, but not limited to, I Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. 
Dr. William Binegar May be called to testify to any matters at 
I 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, proanosis, and ooinions. 
Dr. Richard Silver May be ca!ied to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
diagnosis, prognosis, and ooinions. 
Unidentified medical personnel at St. I May be called to testify to any matters at 
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Alphonsus Hospital 
Unidentified medical personnel at St Luke's 
Hospital and/or Occupational Health 
Charles Riddle II, DPT - Rehab Authority 
Ken Halcomb and/or Debbie Silsby-Kepner 
-ICRD 
Unidentified medical personnel at Treasure 
Valley Hospital 
Unidentified paramedics at Ada County 
Paramedics 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, r nosis, and o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, employment, 
vocational rehabilitation, education, medical 
condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and 
o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
May be called to testify to any matters at 
issue, including, but not limited to, 
Claimanfs alleged injury, medical condition, 
dia nosis, ro nosis, and o inions. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: List and describe with particularity each and every 
document or tangible object of which you are aware which in any way pertains to this 
case, and for each such document or tangible object, state its present location, the current 
name, address and telephone number of the person in whose custody it is, and state 
whether or not you intend to introduce it at the time of hearing in this case, either through 
direct or cross-examination or in rebuttal. 
ANSWER: Any potential exhibit can be found in the documents attached and/or 
those produced by either party during this litigation. Defendants have yet to make a 
determination on final exhibits and will do so if this continues to hearing. A final disclosure 
will be identified on Defendants Rule 10 disclosure. 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 8: State the name, current address, and telephone 
number of the expert(s), if any, with whom you, or any person or entity on your behalf, 
have consulted in connection with this case. For each expert: 
(a) state the qualifications of the expert, including a full post-secondary 
educational and employment history; 
(b) state whether the expert conducted any test, analysis or examination related 
to this litigation; if so, describe the test, analysis, or examination in detail; 
., 
(c) s~ate whether any results or conclusions were reached as a result of the test, 
analysis, or examination; if so, describe them; and state whether the expert has prepared 
a report describing objective findings, opinions or eonciusions; and if so, state the date this 
report was prepared and submitted, the name or other identification of the person to whom 
/ \ this report was submitted, and the name and address of each person who has present 
custody of the report; 
( d) summarize the expert's expected testimony, if any; 
(e) pursuant to Rule 705 of the Idaho Rules of Evidence, disclose all the facts or 
data which underlie the expert's opinion or inference; 
(f) state whether the expert is to be compensated for work and efforts in 
connection with this action; if so, state how much the expert is to be paid, whether the 
expert is to receive any additional compensation if you are successful in this action, and if 
so the terms and conditions of the additional compensation. 
ANSWER: Defendants have not determined experts and refer Claimant to those 
individuals identified in response to Interrogatory No. 6, above. 
'\ A 
7 - DEFENDANTS' ANSWERS TO CLAIMANT'S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES ... 
/ 
DATED this 144J.:: day of April, 2009. 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON, WHITTIER & DAY 
Mont/lt/r 
Attorney for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on the J..i./":l: day of April, 2009 a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage paid upon the following: 
Sam Johnson 
Johnson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S. Eighth Street, Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
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E. Scott Harmon 
KentW. Day* 
Mary L. McDougal Abajian** 
Kimberly A. Doyle*** 
*Admitted in Idaho & Oregon 
**Admitted in Idaho & Utah 
***Admitted in Idaho, Alaska, 
& North Carolina 
August 5, 2011 
LAW OFFICES OF 
HARwfON & DAY 
Employees of the Liberty Muwal Group 
PO Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
6213 N Cloverdale Road Ste 150 
Boise, ID 83713-2215 
Telephone: (208) 327-7564 
Facsimile (800) 972-3213 
Commissioner Thomas Baskin 
Industrial Commission 
Via facsimile at 208.332.7558 
700 S. Clearwater Lane 
Boise, ID 83712 
RE: CLAIMANT 
I. C. CASE NO. 
CLAIM NO. 
Dear Commissioners: 
Francisco Serrano 
2004-501845 
WC665-193139-00 
Direct Number: 7561 
Kimberly.Doyle@LibertyMurual.com 
Attached to this letter are the additional pages Claimant and Defendants agree should be added 
to Claimant's Exhibit B. Please see the enclosed letter I sent Mr. Hammond today for further 
explanation. Via electronic mail to me today at 10:26 a.m., Mr. Hammond indicated his 
agreement to adding the attached pages to his exhibit. Please contact me if you have any 
questions about this correspondence or the attached pages to be inserted where appropriate in 
Claimant's Exhibit B. Thank you very much for your assistance with this matter. 
Respectfully, 
~v~~G~ Gnx·'··· o /~) · 
t:Jrly A.[)of( · {\ 
cc: Amy Ma'i9-en1ey, Case Manager 
Richard Hammond (via facsimile at 208.453.4861) 
If [j 
[ 
E. Scott Harmon 
KentW. Day* 
L McDougal Abajian** 
Kimberly A. Doyle*** 
*Admitted in Idaho & Oregon 
**Admitted in Idaho & Utah 
***Admitted in Idaho, Alaska, 
& North Carolina 
August 5, 2011 
LAW OFFICES OF 
HARMON&DAY 
Employees of the Liberty lYiutual Group 
PO Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
6213 N Cloverdale Road Ste 150 
Boise, ID 83713-2215 
Telephone: (208) 327-7564 
Facsimile (800) 972-3213 
Richard L. Hammond via facsimile at 208.453.4861 
Hammond Law Office, P.A 
811 E. Chicago St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
RE: CLAIMANT 
I. C. CASE NO. 
CLAIM NO. 
Dear Richard: 
Francisco Serrano 
2004-501845 
WC665-193139-00 
As you know, at the hearing in this matter we agreed I could supplement your hearing exhibits 
by adding the missing pages from Defendants' April 24, 2009 discovery responses because 
only part of my client's discovery responses were included in your Exhibit B. I numbered 
those missing pages to correspond with the pages you currently have in your hearing exhibits 
such that the attached pages could simply be added to your Exhibit B where appropriate (that 
is, so that the final copy of Claimant's exhibits will include a complete set of Defendants' 
discovery responses in order). If you are amenable to this plan, please let me know as soon 
as possible so I can send the attached pages to the Commission. I look forward to hearing 
from you soon. 
Respectfully, 
,~ttlC1/L 
~erlyA6e 
cc: Amy Mahoney, Case Manager 
c 
E. Scott Harmon 
KcntW. Day* 
Mary L. McDougal Abajian-
Kimbcrly A. Doyle*** 
*Admitted in Idaho & Oregon 
-Admitted in Idaho & Utah 
-Admitted in Idaho, Alaska, 
& North Carolina 
July 28, 2011 
LA.w-·oFflcES OF 
HARMON&DAY 
PO Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
6213 N Cloverdale Road Ste 150 
Boise, ID 83713-2215 
Telephone: (208) 327-7564 
Facsimile (800) 972-3213 
Commissioner Thomas Baskin 
Industrial Commission 
Via facsimile at 208.334.2321 
700 S. Clearwater Lane 
Boise, ID 83712 
Richard L Hammond 
Hammond Law Office, PA 
811 E. Chicago 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
RE: CLAIMANT 
I. C. CASE NO. 
CLAIM NO. 
Via facsimile at 208.453.4861 
Francisco Serrano 
2004-501845 
WC665-193139-00 
Dear Commissioners and Mr. Hammond: 
SOtSE LEG~L 
~ . .J ~l ::<, 1 ::9 
Direct ~umber: (208)327-7561 
Kimberly.Doyle@:Lberty:..lutual.com 
As you know, there was discussion at hearing this morning regarding the April 25, 2005 report of 
Dr. Silver's Independent Medical Evaluation of Mr. Serrano (Defense Exhibit L). After Claimant 
objected to the admission of that report, the Commission determined the exhibit would be 
admitted on the condition that Claimant be given 15 days to decide whether or not he would 
secure a medical expert to respond to that report. Defendants subsequently indicated they would 
consider withdrawing the report from their exhibits, which would make a rebuttal witness 
unnecessary. Defendants now respectfully inform the Commission and Claimant they are 
witndrawing from the record Defense Exhibit L. According to the discussion this morning, 
Claimant will not retain an expert witness to respond to Dr. Silver's !ME. 
I believe this addresses all issues related to Defense Exhibit L. If not, I kindly ask that you please 
let me know whether you need anything further from, or have any questions for, Defendants. 
Resp~ctfullf', ~lll\ Yv~ 
~rlyA. Doy! 
cc: , Case Manager 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO, 
Claimant, 
v. 
FOUR SEASONS FRAiYIING, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
IC 2004-501845 
IC 2008-004757 
ORDER REGARDING 
OBJECTION TO DEPOSITION 
On August 5, 2011, Claimant filed an Objection to Defendants' Notice and Amended 
Notice of Taking Post-Hearing Depositions. Defendants filed a Response on August 10, 2011. 
Claimant objects to the testimony of Dr. Doerr and requests that the Commission issue an 
order limiting Dr. Doerr's testimony to that of a treating physician and not an expert. Defendants 
state that Dr. Doerr was identified as a potential witness who would be called to testify about 
Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. Defendants 
concede that because Dr. Silver's report was withdrawn, no questions regarding it would be 
allowed. 
The Commission has reviewed the file and agrees with Defendants. Dr. Doerr was 
properly disclosed by Defendants and he may testify to Claimant's alleged injury, medical 
condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions. Dr. Doerr is not permitted to testify regarding Dr. 
ORDER REGARDING OBJECTION TO DEPOSITION - 1 
Silver's withdrawn IME report. Claimant is free to lodge additional objections at the deposition. 
Based upon the foregoing reasons, Claimant's objection is denied. 
IT rs so ORDERED. 
DATED this I~· day 
---'--'-"-"""-f-JL'-<'""-'---' 2011. 
INDUSTRIAL CO:M:NHSSION 
T 
Thomas P. Baskin, Commissioner 
ORDER REGARDING OBJECTION TO DEPOSITION - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
\ l 
I hereby certify that on day of /~us,\ , 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing ORDER REGARDING OBJECJlION TO DEPOSITION was served 
by facsimile processing machine upon each of the following: 
RICHARD HAi.\1MONTI FAX# (208) 453-4861 
KIMBERLY A DOYLE FAX# (208) 
amw 
ORDER REGARDING OBJECTION TO DEPOSITION - 3 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO 
Claimant, 
V. 
FOUR SEASONS FRAMING, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INSURANCE 
CORPORA. TION, 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
INTRODLCTION 
IC 2004-501845 
IC 2008-004757 
FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LA \V, 
AND ORDER 
Pursuant to Idaho Code § 72-506, the Idaho Industrial Commission assigned the above-
entitled matter to Referee Rinda Just. The matter was re-assigned to the Commissioners, who 
conducted a hearing on July 28, 2011. Claimant was present and represented by Richard 
Hammond of Caldwell. Defendants were represented by Kimberly A. Doyle of Boise. A post-
hearing deposition was taken, and the parties submitted post-hearing briefs. 1 The matter came 
under advisement on July 26, 2012. It is now ready for decision. 
ISSUES 
By agreement of the parties at hearing, the issues to be decided are: 
i Defendants' post-hearing brief was filed by Roger L. Brown, who became Defendants' counsel of record 
on September 23, 2011. After Ylr. Brown's unexpected death, Kent 'vV. Day became Defendants' counsel of record 
on March 14, 2013. 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LA ·w, AND ORDER - 1 
1. Whether Claimant is entitled to additional temporary partial or temporary total 
disability benefits (TPD/TTD); 
2. wnether Claimant is entitled to additional medical care benefits pursuant to Idaho 
Code § 72-432; 
3. Whether Claimant is entitled to permanent partial impairment benefits (PPI); and 
4. Whether Claimant is entitled to attorney fees pursuant to Idaho Code § 72-804. 
The issue of Claimant's entitlement to retraining was withdrawn at hearing. Though 
Claimant raises additional issues in his briefs, those issues were not noticed or agreed upon at 
hearing and will not be considered by the Commission. 
CONTENTIONS OF THE PARTIES 
It is undisputed that Claimant was injured in two work-related accidents, which occurred 
on January 16, 2004 and January 28, 2008. In the first accident, Claimant, a framer, fell from a 
height of about fifteen feet at a construction site, suffering injuries to his back, shoulder, and 
pelvis. In the second accident, Claimant slipped on ice and fell on his back. 
Claimant contends that, in addition to transverse process fractures at L2 and L3, he 
suffered a herniated disc at L5-S 1 as a result of the 2004 accident. This injury was aggravated by 
the 2008 injury, from which Claimant has never attained medical stability. Claimant contends he 
is therefore entitled to additional workers' compensation benefits, including TPD/TTD and 
medical care. Curiously, even though Claimant contends that he is not medically stable, he also 
asserts entitlement to PPI benefits. Finally, Claimant argues that he is entitled to attorney fees 
based on Defendants' unreasonable denial of his present claim. 
Defendants respond that Claimant has failed to meet his burden of proving that he is 
entitled to additional benefits. Claimant was found to be at maximum medical improvement 
(MMI) on September 16, 2008. Defendants assert that Claimant's symptoms after September 16, 
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2008 are not related to either of his accidents; rather, they were caused by his preexisting 
degenerative back condition. Because Claimant is not entitled to any additional benefits, there 
has been no unreasonable denial, and Claimant is not entitled to attorney fees. 
EVIDENCE CONSIDERED 
The record in this matter consists of the following: 
1. The testimony of Claimant taken at hearing; 
2. The post-hearing deposition of Timothy E. Doerr, M.D., taken December 1, 2011; 
3. Claimant's Exhibits A-R admitted into the record at hearing; 
4. Defendants' Exhibits A-Kand M-S admitted into the record at hearing;2 
5. Defendants' Exhibit T admitted into the record post-hearing by agreement of the 
parties; and 
6. The Industrial Commission legal file pertaining to this claim. 
All objections posed during the depositions are overruled. The objection posed by 
Claimant at page 17, lines 23-24 of Dr. Doerr's deposition, and renewed on page 2 of Claimant's 
closing brier~ is specifically addressed below. 
Claimant objects to Dr. Doerr's deposition testimony, arguing that the opinions expressed 
therein are beyond the facts known and opinions held by Dr. Doerr as revealed in the course of 
discovery. Claimant's Closing Brief, p. 2. Furthermore, Claimant argues that Dr. Doerr's 
testimony should be excluded because Dr. Doerr testified without giving due consideration to 
Claimant's condition and medical records after September 16, 2008. Id. Before we can properly 
address Claimant's objection, it is necessary to examine the procedural history of this case. 
On December 23, 2008, Claimant filed a complaint3 ("First Complaint"), alleging an 
2 Defendants withdrew their Exhibit L by letter to the Commission on July 28, 2011. 
3 Claimant had previously filed a complaint on this claim on June 3, 2005, but that complaint was 
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industrial accident and injury that occurred on January 13, 2004. In the answer to the complaint, 
Defendants denied that an accident occurred on January 13 but acknowledged that one occurred 
on January 16, 2004. 
In early 2009, as the parties engaged in discovery, Claimant served a list of 
interrogatories on Defendants, to which Defendants replied in April 2009. One interrogatory 
asked Defendants if they planned to contend that Claimant suffered from a condition that 
preexisted his industrial injury. Defendants replied that they were not aware of any preexisting 
conditions. Another interrogatory asked Defendants to identify experts who would be providing 
testimony and to summarize the expected testimony. Defendants replied that they had not yet 
determined any experts and referred Claimant to a list of individuals identified as potential 
witnesses. The list included Dr. Timothy Doerr and Dr. Richard Silver. Defendants stated that 
Dr. Doerr and Dr. Silver "may be called to testify to any matters at issue, including, but not 
limited to, Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, diagnosis, prognosis, and opinions." See 
C. B7A. 
The case proceeded through the preliminary stages of litigation, with a hearing scheduled 
for July 28, 2011. On July 18, 2011, Claimant filed his notice of hearing exhibits pursuant to 
J.R.P. IO(C). The next day, July 19, Defendants filed their Rule 10 notice, as well as notices to 
take post-hearing depositions of Dr. Silver and Dr. James Johnston. Also on July 19, Claimant's 
counsel sent an email to defense counsel: 
Kim, 
I also realized that the complaint filed by Sam did not include the 
1-25-08 Slip on the Ice. Will you stipulate to include such in the 
complaint as we are only conforming the facts to the complaint? 
dismissed on June 21, 2006. 
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The discovery also has addressed this incident and such should not 
be a surprise. 
See Defendants' Response to Claimant's Motion to Conform to Evidence, Ex. (filed July 26, 
2011). The next day, July 22, Claimant filed a motion to amend complaint to conform to 
evidence. Claimant also supplemented his Rule 10 notice to include exhibits relating to the 2008 
accident. 
On July 25, defense counsel sent an email to Claimant's counsel: 
Richard, on Friday afternoon I received your motion regarding the 
addition of the 2008 claim to the current Complaint. \Vhile I 
strongly disagree with your reasoning and legal analysis, my client 
is willing to add the 2008 claim on two conditions: one, that we 
keep the hearing date and two, that I be permitted to supplement 
Defendants' Rule 10 disclosures this week (within the next few 
days) to include those documents related to the 2008 claim (in 
other words, that you agree not to object to the admission of the 
disclosures on the basis of timeliness but reserve your right to 
object to them on other grounds if necessary). If this email meets 
with your approval, we have an agreement to add the 2008 claim to 
the hearing next week. If you do not agree to these conditions, I 
will object to your motion. 
See Defendants' Response to Claimant's Motion to Conform to Evidence, Ex. B (filed July 26, 
2011 ). Claimant agreed not to object on timeliness grounds. Id. at Ex. E. 
On July 26, 2011, Defendants supplemented their Rule 10 notice with additional exhibits 
relating to the 2008 accident, as well as a notice to take the post-hearing deposition of Dr. Doerr, 
who treated Claimant in 2008. Also on July 26, Defendants filed a response to Claimant's 
motion to amend, in which Defendants stated: 
As of today, Claimant has filed a Complaint against Defendants 
only on his January 16, 2004 industrial accident. Claimant has 
never filed a Complaint for his January 28, 2008 industrial 
accident. Even though the July 28, 2011 hearing in this matter has 
been set since March 3, 2011, Claimant waited until the week prior 
to hearing to let Defendants and the Commission know he would 
like the 2008 claim to also be decided at hearing. That 1s, 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND ORDER- 5 
Defendants first learned on Tuesday, July 19, 2011 via email -
that Claimant seeks to pursue his 2008 claim in 
litigation ... Claimant did not file a motion to this effect, however, 
until Friday, July 22, 2011 - a mere four business days prior to 
hearing. In other words, Claimant has known about his 2008 claim 
for three and a half years, and his 2004 claim has been in litigation 
for two and a half years, but he waited until the eleventh hour to 
seek to add his 2008 claim to a hearing that has been set for five 
months. Notably, Claimant provided absolutely no justification for 
his extreme tardiness. 
Defendants' Response to Claimant's Motion to Conform to Evidence, p. 2 (emphasis in original). 
Defendants also pointed out that J.R.P. 3(B)(l) requires that a separate complaint be filed for 
each accident. Nevertheless, Defendants stated that they would not oppose including the 2008 
claim at hearing, provided, first, that the hearing proceed as scheduled on July 28, 2011, and 
second, that Defendants be permitted to supplement their Rule 10 disclosures to include evidence 
relating to the 2008 claim. 
On July 27, 2011, the Commissioners conducted a telephone conference, at which it was 
agreed that Claimant should file a separate complaint for the 2008 claim ("Second Complaint"), 
which would then be consolidated with the First Complaint and considered at hearing. See 
Hearing Tr. 5, 11. 6-24. The Second Complaint was filed later that same day; one day prior to 
hearing. 
On July 28, 2011, at hearing, Claimant objected to inclusion of Defendants' Exhibit L, an 
independent medical examination (IME) report by Dr. Richard Silver. Though Defendants 
ultimately withdrew Exhibit L for other reasons, it is worth examining Claimant's objection at 
length, as it is essentially identical to his current objection regarding Dr. Doerr's testimony: 
MRS. DOYLE: Defendants would like to off er Exhibits A 
through S, as in Sierra. 
COMM. BASKIN: Mr. Hammond, do you have any objection 
to any of those exhibits? 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND ORDER - 6 
MR. HAMMOND: The only one I have any objection to is the 
reference to Dr. Silver, for two reasons. 
if you look at my chart -
COMM. BASKIN: What exhibit are we talking about? 
MR. HAMMOND: The notice of deposition of him is the first 
one. 
MRS. DOYLE: Okay. 
MR. HAMMOND: The reasons are, one, I asked for expert 
opinions in my discovery and the first time it 
was notified that he was going to testify was 
when I got the Rule 10 disclosure that he 
was going to testify by post-hearing 
deposition and if you look at page seven -
COMM. BASKIN: Hang on. Hang on a second. Let's go 
through the exhibits and, then, we will talk 
about the post-hearing depo notices, okay? 
All right. So do you have any objections to 
any of Mrs. Doyle's exhibits? 
MR. HAMMOND: The only exhibit is the one report - the 
report from Dr. Silver and, I apologize, I do 
not have that listed in my 25 pages -
notebook pages. 
MRS. DOYLE: It's Exhibit L. 
COMM. BASKIN: Okay. 
MRS. DOYLE: Page 117. 
MR. HAMMOND: Okay. 
COMM. BASKIN: So, let me ask you this, Mr. Hammond. 
\Vhen were you first provided with a copy of 
Mr. - or, excuse me, Dr. Silver's report? 
MR. HAMMOND: At the very beginning. It was provided, from 
my recollection, in the discovery that was 
provided to me by Mr. Johnson at the very 
beginning of the case. 
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BASKIN: Well, me ask Mrs. Doyle this. ~frs. 
Doyle, did you reveal to Mr. Hammond, per 
his discovery responses, that you intended to 
rely on Dr. Silver's expert opinion in 
connection with your defense of this case? 
MRS. DOYLE: [I]n the original discovery responses that 
were filed in this case, as I mentioned 
earlier, in April 2009, one of the 
questions .. .is Interrogatory No. 6 .... [I]n 
short - I'm going to paraphrase - it says 
state the name, address, telephone number of 
those who have knowledge of the facts of 
this case. Defendants' answer - Defendants 
have not yet determined potential witnesses 
and state that the following individuals may 
be called as a witness and it lists a number 
of individuals, one of whom is Dr. Silver, 
and the expected testimony is listed as may 
be called to testify to any matters at issue, 
including, but not limited to, Claimant's 
alleged injury, medical condition, diagnosis, 
prognosis, and opinion. And then, the 
following - I believe it's the following 
interrogatory - actually, I take that back. 
Interrogatory No. 8 asks for Defendants to 
state the name, current address, telephone 
numbers of experts with whom Defendants 
have consulted. Defendants' answer to that 
question was: Defendants have not 
determined experts and refer Claimant to 
those individuals identified in response to 
Interrogatory No. 6, which, as I just stated, 
includes Dr. Silver. So, I guess I would just 
respectfully disagree with counsel and say 
that Dr. Silver was listed in [Defendants'] 
discovery responses as a potential expert 
witness. 
COMM. BASKIN: Okay. I tend to agree that that puts Claimant 
on notice that Dr. Silver would be called to 
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testify to facts, as well as opinions, as stated 
in your answer and, of course, you had 
previously provided Mr. Hammond with 
the report at issue? 
MRS. DOYLE: Yes. 
MR. HAMMOND: The only concern I had was the specifics of 
that doctor - the Rule 26 for expert 
disclosure, we have the right to know these 
questions we asked and they never produced 
that information .... 
COMM. BASKIN: I'm satisfied that if Mrs. Doyle provided you 
with copies of the report originated by Dr. 
Silver she's complied with the spirit of that 
rule sufficient to satisfy me. 
Hearing Tr. 12-19. 
Dr. Silver's report was ultimately withdrawn because he died prior to hearing and could 
not testify at post-hearing deposition. 4 
On August 3, 2011, Defendants filed an amended notice to take Dr. Doerr' s post-hearing 
deposition. Claimant objected on the grounds that any expert opinion stated by Dr. Doerr would 
be beyond the scope of discovery. Claimant argued that Dr. Doerr's testimony should be limited 
to facts relating to his treatment of Claimant. Defendants replied that Dr. Doerr would be asked 
questions based only on exhibits in evidence, which the plain language of J.R.P. 10 allows. The 
Commission agreed: 
Dr. Doerr was properly disclosed by Defendants and he may testify 
to Claimant's alleged injury, medical condition, diagnosis, 
prognosis, and opinion. Dr. Doerr is not permitted to testify 
regarding Dr. Silver's withdravvn IME report. 
4 The Commission agreed to admit Exhibit L into evidence provided that Claimant be afforded the 
opportunity to retain an expert witness for the purpose of rebutting Dr. Silver's report; however, Defendants chose to 
withdraw the report instead. 
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See Order Regarding Objection to Deposition (filed August 15, 2011). 
Despite this order and the discussion regarding 26 at hearing, Claimant continues 
to object to the admissibility of Dr. Doerr' s opinion, because the nature of the opinion was not 
detailed in discovery. Claimant cites I.R.C.P. 26 and I.R.E. 705 in support of his objection, but 
Claimant's reliance on I.R.E. 705 is misplaced. "Strict adherence to the rules of evidence is not 
required in Industrial Commission proceedings." Hagler v. lvficron Technology, 118 Idaho 596, 
598, 798 P.2d 55, 57 (1990) (emphasis in original). Likewise, the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 
do not normally apply in Commission cases. Page v. lvfcCain Foods, 145 Idaho 302, 311, 179 
P.3d 265, 274 (2008). Rather, the Commission's Judicial Rules of Practice and Procedure govern 
workers' compensation cases. IDAPA 17.01.01.021. See also Idaho Code§ 72-508. However, 
J.R.P. 7(C) states that procedural matters relating to discovery shall be "controlled by the 
appropriate provisions of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure." Rule 26 is a discovery provision 
and therefore applies. 
I.R.C.P. 26(b)(l) provides that parties "may obtain discovery regarding any matter, not 
privileged, which is relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action, whether it 
relates to the claim or defense of the party seeking discovery or to the claim or defense of any 
other party." Regarding expert opinions, I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4) establishes that "discovery of facts 
known and opinions held by experts ... acquired or developed in anticipation of litigation or for 
trial, may be obtained by interrogatory and/or deposition," including a "complete statement of all 
opinions to be expressed and the basis and reasons therefore; the data or other information 
considered by the witness in forming the opinions [and] any exhibits to be used as a summary of 
or support for the opinions." 
In its entirety, I.R.C.P. 26(e) states: 
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A party who has responded to a request for discovery with a 
response that was complete when made is under no duty to 
supplement the response to include information thereafter 
acquired, except as follows: 
1) A party is under a duty seasonably to supplement the response 
with respect to any question directly addressed to (A) the identity 
and location of persons having knowledge of discoverable matters, 
and (B) the identity of each person expected to be called as an 
expert witness at trial, the subject matter on which the person is 
expected to testify, and the substance of the person's testimony. 
2) A party is under a duty seasonably to amend a prior response if 
the party obtains information upon the basis of which (A) the party 
knows that the response was incorrect when made, or (B) the party 
knows that the response though correct when made is no longer 
true and the circumstances are such that a failure to amend the 
response is in substance a knowing concealment. 
3) A duty to supplement responses may be imposed by order of the 
court, agreement of the parties, or at any time prior to trial through 
new requests for supplementation of prior responses. 
4) If a party fails to seasonably supplement the responses as 
required in this Rule 26( e ), the trial court may exclude the 
testimony of witnesses or the admission of evidence not disclosed 
by a required supplementation of the responses of the party 
(emphasis added). 
Thus, Rule 26 "unambiguously imposes a continuing duty to supplement responses to 
discovery with respect to the substance and subject matter of an expert's testimony." Duspiva v. 
Fillmore, 293 P.3d 651 (2013), citing Radmer v. Ford lYfotor Co., 120 Idaho 86, 89, 813 P.2d 
897, 900 (1991 ). However, the decision whether to exclude undisclosed expert testimony is 
"committed to the sound discretion of the trial court," or here, the Commission. Id., citing 
Schmechel v. Dille, 148 Idaho 176, 180, 219 P.3d 1192, 1196 (2009). In considering how to 
exercise its discretion, the Commission should act within the "outer boundaries of its discretion 
and consistently with the legal standards applicable to the specific choices available." See Id., 
citing Sirius LC v. Erickson, 150 Idaho 80, 87, 244 P .3d 224, 231 (2010). The decision whether 
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to exclude should be reached by an "exercise ofreason." Id. 
Thus, we must consider, first, whether Defendants violated Rule by failing to disclose 
Dr. Doerr's opinion, and so, second, whether Dr. Doerr's testimony or portions should 
be excluded. 
We find that Defendants have not violated Rule 26. Dr. Doerr, like Dr. Silver, was 
disclosed in April 2009 as a potential witness who might provide opinion testimony. This 
demonstrates that Dr. Doerr was not a surprise witness revealed to Claimant at the last minute. 
Commissioner Baskin's statement at hearing that Defendants have complied with the spirit of 
Rule 26 applies to their disclosures regarding Dr. Doerr as well as to their disclosures regarding 
Dr. Silver. The opinions to which Dr. Doerr ultimately testified were essentially the same as the 
opinions set forth in his records, which had previously been disclosed to Claimant. 
The Idaho Supreme Court addressed the application of Rule 26 in workers' compensation 
cases in Watson v. Joslin Afillwork, 149 Idaho 850, 243 P. 3d 666 (2010). In that case, the 
claimant moved to strike an expert's deposition testimony because some of the medical opinions 
expressed in it were not contained in the expert's IME report. The Court found that the opinions 
were admissible because they "expounded" on those expressed in the report: 
Dr. Weiss's IME Report offers two paragraphs of analysis, and 
does not directly state an opinion on whether or not Watson's 
injuries are related to his occupation, but it may be easily inferred 
that Dr. Weiss did not find it to be more likely than not that 
Watson's injuries were caused by his occupation .... [T]wo small 
paragraphs are the extent of Dr. Weiss's analysis in his IME 
Report. Dr. Weiss's deposition, on the other hand, comprises 
nearly 68 pages of transcript.. .. All-in-all Dr. Weiss's deposition 
testimony explains in greater detail why he believes it is 
impossible to determine causation for Watson's injuries [and] this 
testimony does not involve evidence developed, manufactured, or 
discovered following the December hearing. 
Watson, 149 Idaho at 857-858, 243 P.3d at 673-674. Essentially, the Court has ruled that, in 
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workers' compensation cases, it is permissible for experts to provide greater detail and 
explanation in their testimony than was previously provided in reports or medical records, and 
even to state opinions that were not explicitly stated before, as long as the conclusions are based 
on evidence in the record and may be reasonably inferred from earlier records or reports. 
Here, Dr. Doerr's opinion that Claimant had a preexisting degenerative condition was 
based on medical records admitted into evidence at hearing. Dr. Doerr' s opinion that Claimant's 
pain was due to this condition was stated in the medical records. See e.g. D. Ex. P, p. 243 ("I 
suspect that Francisco's low back pain is secondary to his degenerative changes at L5-S 1 "). Dr. 
Doerr's testimony complies with the admissibility standards described by the Court in Watson. 
Even if Defendants did violate Rule 26 by failing to properly disclose Dr. Doerr' s 
opinion, exclusion of his opinion would not be mandatory. Rule 26( e) states that testimony of an 
expert witness may, not shall, be excluded based on a party's failure to supplement discovery. 
Furthermore, even if Rule 26 required mandatory exclusion, that sanction would not apply here; 
Rule 26 controls in Commission cases only as provided by J.R.P. 7, and J.R.P. 7 specifically 
excludes sanctions as matters to be controlled by the Rules of Civil Procedure. The Commission 
determines its own sanctions pursuant to J.R.P. 16. 
We note that J.R.P. lO(E), which governs post-hearing depositions, does not prohibit the 
development of an opinion post-hearing; rather, "it prohibits an opinion based on evidence or 
information developed or obtained post-hearing." Lockett v. Quality Electric, Inc., 2005 IIC 
0075.2 (February 11, 2005) (discussing a prior but substantively similar version of the rule; 
emphasis in original). While we do not interpret, and do not believe the Supreme Court has 
interpreted, I.R.C.P. 26 in a way that would conflict with Commission rules, to the extent that it 
might, J.R.P. 1 O(E) would control, as it is a Commission rule written specifically to apply to 
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workers' compensation cases. 
Finally, we note that the regardless of 
how I.R.C.P. 26 is interpreted and the extent to which it applies. Dr. Doerr provided medical 
treatment for Claimant's 2008, not 2004, injury. Defendants were not aware that the 2008 claim 
was being contested until a few days prior to hearing. Defendants could have objected, with good 
reason, to consideration of the 2008 claim at hearing; they had not prepared to litigate it, and, as 
such, had not intended to depose Dr. Doerr. Nevertheless, Defendants agreed to the inclusion of 
the 2008 claim. They acted in the interest of judicial economy and should not be punished for it. 
Furthermore, if Claimant sincerely believed that Defendants' disclosures were insufficient, he 
could have addressed his objection well prior to hearing by way of a motion to compel. Several 
motions to compel were filed in this case, by both Claimant and Defendants, as early as May 
2009; Claimant was therefore aware of this remedy. His failure to avail himself of it, with regard 
to expert opinions, suggests that his objection now is based more on strategic considerations than 
substantive or equitable ones. 
For the foregoing reasons, Claimant's objection to Dr. Doerr's opinion as beyond the 
scope of discovery is overruled. Claimant's remaining objection to Dr. Doerr's opinion - that it 
lacks credibility because it was made without due consideration to medical evidence generated 
after September 2008 - is likewise overruled. It is for the Commission, not Claimant, to weigh 
the evidence and determine its credibility. Watson, 149 at 855, 243 P.3d at 671, citing Neufeld v. 
Browning Industries, 109 Idaho 899, 902, 712 P.2d 600, 603 (1985). In weighing the evidence, 
the Commission will certainly consider Claimant's arguments as to its sufficiency or 
insufficiency; however, the Commission will not exclude opinion evidence merely because 
Claimant believes the opinion is incorrect. 
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After having considered the evidence and briefs of the parties, the undersigned 
Commissioners make the following findings of fact and conclusions of law. 
FINDINGS OF 
1. Claimant was born on At the time of hearing, he was 48 years old 
and resided in Boise. 
Claimant began working for Employer as a framer on September 10, 2001. He 
worked 40-45 hours per week. 
First Accident 
3. On January 16, 2004, Claimant was working on a roof at a construction site when 
he fell to the ground from a height of approximately fifteen feet. He landed on his right side. He 
was transported by private vehicle to the emergency room at St. Luke's Regional Medical Center 
in Boise, where he was evaluated by Barton F. Hill, M.D. Claimant reported pain in his hips and 
on the right side of his body. He did not hit his head when he fell, and he experienced no loss of 
consciousness. Claimant was able to ambulate after his fall. CT scan revealed transverse 
process fractures at L2 and L3 and a mildly displaced left inferior pubic ramus fracture. Dr. Hill 
requested a surgical consultation; however, the surgeon at the site had limited trauma experience. 
Claimant was transferred by ambulance to St. Alphonsus Regional Medical Center, because Dr. 
Hill believed Claimant could be evaluated and treated more appropriately there. 
4. At St. Alphonsus, Claimant was first seen by Scott Henson, M.D. Dr. Henson 
confirmed the diagnoses of transverse process and pelvic fractures and admitted Claimant for 
observation and pain control. Dr. Henson consulted with Dr. Timothy Doerr, a spinal surgeon, 
about Claimant's transverse process fractures and was informed that no surgical intervention was 
necessary. Claimant could be treated symptomatically for pain. Dr. Henson arranged an 
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orthopedic consultation with James M. Johnston, M.D., for the pelvic injury. 
5. January 7, 2004, Claimant was evaluated Johnston, who found that 
Claimant's pelvic injlliy did not require surgery. As with Claimant's transverse process fractures, 
the pelvic fracture could be managed with weight bearing as tolerated and temporary work 
restrictions. Dr. Johnston noted that he would treat Claimant on an outpatient basis, and Claimant 
was released from the hospital. 
6. On January 22, 2004, Claimant saw Dr. Johnston for follow-up. Claimant's 
symptoms included pelvic pain and significant right shoulder pain, especially with overhead 
activities. On physical examination, Dr. Johnston observed "trace tenderness of the lumbar spine 
on the right" as well as positive impingement findings in Claimant's right shoulder. D. Ex. I, p. 
67. Dr. Johnston diagnosed traumatic onset impingement syndrome and noted that if the pain 
persisted, he would order shoulder X-rays and possibly a subacromial steroid injection. 
7. Claimant returned to Dr. Johnston on February 12, 2004. His major complaints 
were shoulder and rib pain, but he also reported numerous other symptoms, including mild to 
moderate low back pain. On examination, Dr. Johnston observed a mild lumbar spasm, rib 
tenderness, and positive impingement findings on the right shoulder. He obtained shoulder X-
rays, which revealed a Type II-III acromion, consistent with impingement syndrome. Dr. 
Johnston noted: 
Francisco's multiple pains are certainly explainable and he seems 
to be tolerating these very well. His lumbar pain is from his 
transverse process fracture [sic] and his left groin pain from his 
pelvic ramus fracture. These should resolve uneventfully. His 
shoulder pain is from traumatic onset impingement and I believe 
that he did have a couple of rib fractures, although I do not see 
these on the shoulder films today. 
D. Ex. I, p. 69. Dr. Johnston injected Claimant in the subacromial space with Betamethasone and 
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Marcaine. He scheduled Claimant for follow-up in two weeks, at which time further treatment 
would be considered if Claimant's pain persisted. 
8. On February 26, 2004, Claimant informed Dr. Johnston that the injection had 
provided no relief. Claimant continued to experience pain in his hip and ribs and significant pain 
in his shoulder. Back pain was not noted on this date. Dr. Johnston told Claimant that his hip and 
rib pain would resolve slowly over the course of several weeks or even months and required no 
treatment beyond stretching exercises. For Claimant's shoulder, Dr. Johnston recommended 
surgery, as he believed that Claimant's shoulder symptoms were unlikely to resolve through 
continued conservative treatment. 
9. Claimant agreed to proceed with surgery, an arthroscopic decompression 
including acromioplasty and distal clavicle resection, which was performed by Dr. Johnston on 
March 19, 2004. On March 25, 2004, after examining Claimant, Dr. Johnston noted that he was 
ready to proceed to physical therapy for "both his right shoulder and his low back problems." D. 
I, p. 74. 
10. Claimant's shoulder progressed well in physical therapy, but his low back pain 
persisted. Dr. Johnston was concerned that there might be a neurological injury and ordered an 
MRI of the lumbar spine, which was taken on April 28, 2004. It revealed minimal posterior non-
compressive annular disc bulging and disc desiccation at L4-L5 and, at L5-Sl, degenerative disc 
disease, posterior annular disc bulging, central/left paramedian subligamentous disc protrusion, 
possible minimal impingement of the left S 1 nerve root, non-compressive neural foraminal 
narrowing and facet arthrosis. 
11. On May 4, 2004, Dr. Johnston met with Claimant to discuss the MRI. Dr. 
Johnston interpreted the MRI to show "mild degenerative changes" with no apparent nerve root 
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impingement. D. Ex. I, p. 77. Dr. Johnston noted that he would return Claimant to light duty 
work in a and a half and to full a month. He would follow with Claimant at that 
time. 
12. On May 20, 2004, Claimant presented to Dr. Johnston for back pain. Claimant 
reported that work was aggravating his pain. Dr. Johnston noted: 
I think much of Francisco's pain is from degenerative changes. 
However, it is possible that he does have a truly symptomatic disc 
problem .. .I have recommended a referral to a pain specialist, and I 
will have Francisco see Sandra Thompson, M.D., for probable 
epidural steroid injections. 
D. Ex. I, p. 80. 
13. Claimant received two epidural steroid injections from Dr. Thompson, which 
succeeded in alleviating Claimant's back pain. On June 28, 2004, Dr. Johnston noted that 
Claimant had experienced no back pain since receiving his injections. Dr. Johnston informed 
Surety that Claimant was medically stable with no permanent impairment. See D. Ex. I, pp. 83-
84. 
14. On November 16, 2004, Claimant returned to Dr. Johnston with complaints of 
severe back pain. Dr. Johnston noted that he was "concerned that Francisco's previous MRJ 
findings of degenerative disc disease with disc bulge/herniation may have progressed." D. Ex. I, 
p. 85. He referred Claimant to Tim Floyd, M.D., for further evaluation. It is unclear whether 
Claimant ever saw Dr. Floyd. Neither Claimant nor Defendants included records from Dr. Floyd 
in their exhibits. 
15. In May 2005, Surety sent Dr. Johnston a letter asking if Dr. Johnston agreed or 
disagreed with the proposition that Claimant's disc pathology was a preexisting condition 
unrelated to the industrial accident. Dr. Johnston replied that Claimant's disc pathology was 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LA \V, AND ORDER - 18 
"almost certainly preexisting," but was also "exacerbated" by his fall from the roof. D. Ex. I, p. 
88. Johnston did not detail the extent of the exacerbation, i.e., whether it was 
permanent or temporary, and he did not revise his finding that Claimant had suffered no 
permanent impairment as a result of the industrial injury. 
16. Claimant testified at hearing that he saw no medical providers between July 2004 
and January 2008. See Hearing Tr. 73, 11. 13-15. \Vhile this is not entirely accurate - as stated 
above, Claimant saw Dr. Johnston as late as November 2004 - this testimony does tend to 
support a conclusion that Claimant ceased to see medical providers for his back pain by late 2004 
or early 2005. Claimant was able to return to his time-of-injury position and resume working full 
time. 
Second Accident and Aftermath 
17. On January 28, 2008, Claimant was at work when he slipped and fell on ice. He 
landed on his back. For several days, he did not seek medical care, but he presented to the 
emergency department at St. Alphonsus on February 4, 2008, reporting back pain. He was 
diagnosed with acute myofascial strain and low back pain, acute onset. C. Ex. 0 (page number 
illegible). He was prescribed medications and released. 
18. Two days later, on February 6, Claimant presented to Joseph M. Verska, M.D., 
for evaluation. Claimant complained of low back pain and bilateral leg pain, numbness, and 
tingling. Plain films taken of Claimant's lumbar spine showed moderate disc space narrowing at 
L5-S 1 and an osteophyte at L5-S 1. Dr. Verska assessed sciatica, degenerative disc disease, and a 
herniated disc. He ordered an MRI, which was taken on February 21, 2008 by Michael Rothman, 
M.D. Dr. Rothman compared Claimant's 2008 MRI to the one taken in April 2004. See 'if 10 
above. Dr. Rothman found "[m]inor L4-L5 degenerative changes, unchanged from prior study" 
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and "[m]ild/moderate degenerative changes [at] L5-Sl with central disc herniation and minor left 
more than right foraminal stenosis, unchanged from prior study." D. G, p. 60B. 
9. February 28, 2008, Claimant presented to V erska to review the MRl. Dr. 
Verska interpreted the MRI as showing "some degenerative changes at L5-S l with a central 
canal herniation at L5-S l." D. Ex. 0, p. 228. Dr. Verska noted that he did not believe Claimant's 
condition would "warrant surgery." Id. He referred Claimant to Beth Rogers, M.D., for epidural 
steroid injections; however, Claimant declined to receive any injections. On April 2, 2008, Dr. 
Verska "offered [Claimant] a microdiskectomy [at] L5-Sl on the left." D. Ex. 0, p. 232. Dr. 
Verska noted that he would seek authorization from Surety. 
20. Claimant underwent a surgical evaluation with Dr. Verska on April 16, 2008. 
Contrary to his prior recommendation, Dr. Verska concluded that Claimant did not require 
surgery: 
I do not feel this gentleman needs a microdiskectomy at this time. 
His symptoms are not bad enough and he has no motor or sensory 
deficits or reflex changes to indicate ongoing radiculopathy. 
The patient desires to have surgical intervention but in my 
professional opinion, I do not think he will do well with this 
operation. 
D. Ex. 0, p. 234. Dr. Verska referred Claimant to Dr. Timothy Doerr for a second opinion 
regarding surgery, and to Dr. Beth Rogers for an impairment rating. 
21. On April 21, 2008, Claimant presented to Dr. Rogers for an impairment 
evaluation. Using the AA1A Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment, Sixth Edition, 
Dr. Rogers found a whole person PPI rating of 6%: 
[Claimant] most closely corresponds to Motion Segment Lesions, 
Intervertebral Disc5 Herniation, Class 1, which corresponds to 5-
5 The word "disc" is spelled inconsistently in the medical records in evidence, with some providers, such as 
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9% whole person impairment. The patient does have a documented 
disc protrusion at a single level, L5-S 1, and in my medical opinion, 
I would say he has some non-verifiable or inconsistent radicular 
complaints. Using Table 17-6, Functional History Adjustment, 
patient's Grade Modifier is 0. The patient has somewhat 
inconsistent symptoms. Using Table 17-7, Physical Examination 
Adjustment, the patient would correspond to a Grade Modifier of 
0. He does have a negative straight leg raise and somewhat 
inconsistent sensory findings. He has normal motor strength and no 
significant lower extremity atrophy. Using Clinical Studies 
Adjustment, Table 17-9, the patient would correspond to a Grade 
Modifier of 2. He does have a documented L5-S 1 disc protrusion 
and on initial clinical presentation, did document pain in 
appropriate distribution, although there have been inconsistencies 
on exam. There is a reasonable amount of consistency with a disc 
at this level. The Net Adjustment Value then corresponds to -1, for 
a whole person impairment of 6%. This impairment rating does not 
apportion to the 2004 injury. If the injury was at the same level, it 
is likely that apportionment would apply. 
D. Ex. 0, p. 237-238. It appears that Dr. Rogers only reviewed the 2008 MRI, as she did not 
refer to the 2004 MRI in her report. Her opinion that Claimant's disc herniation at L5-S 1 is 
attributable solely to the 2008 accident is not credible, because Claimant's herniation preexisted 
the 2008 accident, appearing on the 2004 MRI. 
22. On April 22, 2008, Claimant presented to Dr. Doerr for a second opm10n 
regarding surgery. Dr. Doerr described the history of Claimant's injury as follows: 
Francisco is a 44-year-old gentleman who comes in today after a 
previous work injury [in] 2004. He was doing well until a repeat 
injury 01128/08. Since that time, he has had predominant 
symptoms of back pain with some radiation into both legs. He has 
had some intermittent numbness in both legs as well, but no 
weakness. He reports normal bowel or bladder function. He has 
had persistent symptoms despite activity modifications and oral 
medication. 
D. Ex. P, p. 243. Dr. Doerr examined Claimant and reviewed the 2008 MRI. He noted: 
At this point, I suspect that Francisco's low back pain is secondary 
Dr. Rogers, preferring "disk." For purposes ofuniformity and clarity, we have used "disc" throughout this decision. 
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to his degenerative changes at L5-Sl greater than L4-5. He does 
not have any significant neurologic impingement. Given this, I 
would certainly not recommend any surgical intervention at this 
point in time, especially he has not had any physical therapy 
or rehabilitation. I would recommend a physiatry directed rehab 
program with the goal towards rapid reintegration into the 
workplace. I think that he should be reevaluated by a spinal 
surgeon in 8 to 12 weeks should his symptoms not be controlled 
with formal rehab. 
Id. Following his visit with Dr. Doerr, Claimant commenced with physical therapy. 
Claimant returned to Dr. Doerr on June 6, 2008. He stated that physical therapy 
had failed to improve his pain. Noting that Claimant had experienced several "months [of] 
persistent symptoms despite anti-inflamrnatories, activity modifications and physical therapy," 
Dr. Doerr ordered a discogram to determine if Claimant's discs were causing his symptoms. D. 
Ex. P, p. 248; Doerr Depo. 11, 11. 22-25. 
24. On July 16, 2008, Dr. Sandra Thompson, who had given injections to Claimant in 
2004, performed a discogram on Claimant. He demonstrated no pain at L3-L4 or at L4-L5. At 
L5-S 1, Dr. Thompson's attempts to access the space proved unsuccessful, as she could not 
access the space without irritating the nerve root. She believed that because of Claimant's disc 
herniation at L5-S 1, the "tract along which the nerve root generally passes has been distorted 
somewhat, making it impossible to avoid." D. Ex. Q, p. 272. Dr. Thompson went on to note: 
Subsequent to the procedure the patient stated that his back pain 
and lower extremity pain was back to baseline. My conclusion is 
that this patient has a non-concordant pain, implying that his pain 
was not just discogenic in nature. 
Id. Non-concordant pain is pain that is inconsistent with a discogenic6 source. See Doerr Depo. 
13, 11. 21-25. Nevertheless, Dr. Thompson informed Dr. Doerr that she believed Claimant's disc 
6 
"Discogenic" is defined by Stedman 's Medical Dictionary, 26th Edition, as "denoting a disorder 
originating in or from an intervertebral disc." 
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herniation was causing his pain. 
25. On August 7, 2008, Claimant met with to review the discogram results. 
suggested a series of epidural steroid injections at 1. Claimant received two 
injections, but neither provided any relief. On August 28, 2008, Dr. Doerr ordered another 
discograrn in an attempt to access L5-S 1. He noted: 
If [the discogram] is positive and concordant, [Claimant] may 
benefit from an L5-S I fusion. If it is negative, he is likely at 
maximal medical improvement. 
D. Ex. P, p. 253. 
26. On September 8, 2008, William Binegar, M.D., performed the discograrn on 
Claimant. Dr. Binegar first injected Claimant at L4-5. Claimant exhibited no pain. Dr. Bineger 
then attempted to access L5-S 1: 
At this level prior to the injection of any dye Mr. Serrano began 
noting some pain and pressure. He indicated this persisted for 
some time before I even injected any dye. We talked to him some 
more and he finally indicated he was not having increasing pain. I 
then continued with the procedure, where we started again, 
fluoroscopy and I then began the injection of dye. During this 
entire time of the injection he indicated minor pain and minor 
pressure. At no time during the injection did he indicate any 
significant pain. The maximum pressure I obtained was 43 psi. I 
did inject 3.5 cc of dye. This did reveal a degenerative pattern with 
a fissure noted on the right. When I informed Mr. Serrano that we 
finished he then indicates his pain level is now suddenly 7110 to 
8/10. I repeated injection of dye of approximately 0.3 cc and 
during this repeat injection he did not indicate increased pain. 
D. H, p. 65K-65L. 
27. Dr. Binegar recorded his interpretation of Claimant's disco gram results as 
follows: 
At [L4-5] there is a normal pattern without extravasation of dye 
and no pain noted during the injection. It does not appear this disc 
is contributing to [Claimant's] typical back pain. 
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At [L5-S 1) there really is not pain noted during the injection of the 
dye. Only at the end of the injection of dye does Mr. Serrano 
indicate any pain. There is a noted right-sided fissure. I feel this 
disco gram is indeterminant [sic] for determining if L5-S 1 disc 
is contributing to his pain. I felt Mr. Serrano was somewhat 
unreliable in his presentation indicating pain even prior to the 
injection of dye at this level. Also I will state during the entire 
injection process he kept asking which disc are we doing. He 
wanted to know if it was the disc that they had trouble getting into 
before. He wanted to know if it was disc level 1 or disc level 2. 
Again, my interpretation at this time is the L5-S 1 discogram is 
indeterminant [sic] for determining of the L5-S 1 is contributing to 
Mr. Serrano's typical low back pain. 
Id. at 65L. 
28. Claimant returned to Dr. Doerr on September 16, 2008 to review the discogram 
results. Dr. Doerr noted: 
Discogram of the lumbar spine from 09/08/08 was negative at L4-5 
and indeterminate at L5-S 1 with the patient's responses concerning 
for possible nonorganic symptoms. I personally discussed the 
discogram results with Dr. Binegar who performed in the 
discogram, who was in agreement that it is unlikely that L4-5 and 
L5-S1 is [sic] contributing to any of Francisco's symptoms .... 
His discogram reveals no definitive discogenic source for his 
symptoms. At this point, I believe that he is at maximal medical 
improvement. I do not see any objective evidence to support any 
work restrictions at this time. He has 0% permanent partial 
impairment. 
D. Ex. P, p. 260. Following this appointment, Surety ceased paying benefits on Claimant's 2008 
claim. 
29. On October 5, 2008, Claimant suffered severe pain when he felt a pop in his back 
and fell to the floor after attempting to rise from a couch. He was transported by ambulance to 
the emergency department at St. Alphonsus. An MRI was taken, which showed mild L4-L5 disc 
desiccation with no central canal or foraminal stenosis, and mild disc bulging at L5-S 1 with no 
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central canal or foraminal stenosis. The radiologist who wrote the report did not compare it to 
Claimant's April 2004 or February 2008 MRls; however, at deposition, Dr. testified that 
was not "any significant change between the three exams, other than that which would be 
expected with normal lumbar degenerative disc disease." Doerr Depo. 18, 11. 19-23. 
30. Peter Angleton, M.D., who treated Claimant at the emergency department, noted 
that the "cause of [Claimant's] pain is unclear but seems to be related to lumbar disc disease." D. 
Ex. F, p. 48K. Claimant was admitted into the hospital for pain control and treated by Kenneth 
Little, M.D. After an evaluation found no acute injury, Claimant was released and instructed to 
follow up with Dr. Thompson for appropriate pain management. 
31. Claimant presented to Dr. Thompson on October 13, 2008. Dr. Thompson 
diagnosed pain medications and noted that she vvould be consulting with Dr. Little about 
Claimant's condition. Dr. Thompson wTote, "I believe that unless Dr. Little disagrees that 
[Claimant] is now a surgical candidate since injection therapy has not helped him in the past." D. 
Ex. Q, p. 278. It is unclear from the record whether Dr. Thompson ever consulted with Dr. Little. 
No consultation is recorded in Dr. Thompson's notes. However, on April 16, 2009, she WTote 
that Claimant had been "deemed to not be a surgical candidate." D. Ex. Q, p. 281. 
32. During 2009 and 2010, Dr. Thompson treated Claimant with medications. On 
March 25, 2010, she noted that Claimant was unable to afford a new surgical consultation and 
that she would attempt to assist in procuring one. Dr. Thompson ultimately referred Claim&"'1t to 
Michael Hajjar, M.D., for consultation. 
33. Claimant presented to Dr. Hajjar on August 18, 2010. Dr. Hajjar performed an 
examination of Claimant and reviewed some of Claimant's past medical records. He opined that 
Claimant may be a "potential candidate for further lumbar treatment or intervention"; however, 
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new studies, including a new MRI, would have to be done to determine the appropriate 
treatment. p. 301. Claimant did not follow up with Hajjar due to the expense of the 
34. Claimant ceased working for Employer in February 2008. In 2009, he began to 
work for a landscaping company, for which he still worked at the time of hearing. His duties in 
his new position included installing sprinkler systems. He testified that his brothers and nephew, 
who were on a work crew with him, would assist him with his duties and handle any heavy 
lifting. 
35. At hearing, Claimant testified that he suffers from constant pain and popping in 
his back. He stated that he has difficulty sleeping, which he never had prior to his industrial 
accidents. He stated that his prescribed medications fail to alleviate his pain and also make him 
feel dizzy and nauseated; consequently, he relies on over-the-counter medications, such as 
Tylenol, for pain relief. 
36. Having reviewed the record and observed Claimant testify at hearing, the 
Commissioners find that Claimant is not an entirely credible witness. His conduct during the 
discogram with Dr. Binegar is troubling. Furthermore, at hearing, Claimant testified that three 
doctors - Dr. Little, Dr. Thompson, and Dr. Hajjar - suggested to Claimant that he needed 
surgery. See Hearing Tr. 87, 11. 1 15. Yet, except for Dr. Thompson, these opinions are not 
reflected in the medical records. Dr. Little referred Claimant to Dr. Thompson for pain 
management, which Claimant acknowledged in his testimony. See Hearing Tr. 44, 11. 13-20. Dr. 
Hajjar wanted further studies done before determining an appropriate treatment for Claimant. 
Thus, where Claimant's testimony conflicts with the medical records, we treat the medical 
records as the more credible evidence. 
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DISCUSSION AND FURTHER FINDINGS 
37. The provisions of the workers' compensation law are to be liberally construed in 
favor of the employee. Haldiman v. American Fine Foods, 117 Idaho 955, 956, 793 P.2d 187, 
188 (1990). The humane purposes that it serves leave no room for narrow, technical 
construction. Ogden v. Thompson, 128 Idaho 87, 88, 910 P.2d 759, 760 (1996). Facts, however, 
need not be liberally construed in favor of the worker when the evidence is conflicting. Aldrich v. 
Lamb-Weston, Inc., 122 Idaho 361, 363, 834 P.2d 878, 880 (1992). 
Causation 
38. It is undisputed that Claimant suffered two industrial accidents that resulted in 
injuries. Claimant argues that he is entitled to additional benefits on his claim. Defendants 
dispute Claimant's entitlement to additional benefits. In order to address the issue of Claimant's 
entitlement to benefits, we must first address the threshold issue of causation; that is, whether the 
condition for which Claimant claims benefits was caused by his industrial accidents. 
39. Causation was not a noticed issue in this case. However, "causation is an issue 
whenever entitlement to benefits is at question." Gomez v. Dura A1ark, Inc., 152 Idaho 597, 601, 
272 P.3d 569, 573 (2012). The claimant has the burden of proving the condition for which 
compensation is sought is causally related to an industrial accident. Callantine v. Blue Ribbon 
Supply, 103 Idaho 734, 653 P.2d 455 (1982). The claimant is required to establish a probable, not 
merely possible, connection between cause and effect to support his contention. Dean v. Dravo 
Corporation, 95 Idaho 558, 560-561, 511 P.2d 1334, 1336-1337 (1973) (overruled on other 
grounds by Jones v. Emmett }vfanor, 134 Idaho 160, 164, 997 P .2d 621, 625 (2000) ). "Probable" 
is defined as having more evidence for than against. Fisher v. Bunker Hill, 96 Idaho 341, 344, 
528 P.2d 903, 906 (1974). Medical evidence does not necessarily need to take the form of oral 
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opinion testimony in order to be substantial and competent evidence of causation. Jones, 134 
at 164, 997 at 625. \Vhile deposition or hearing testimony by a medical expert might 
sometimes to meet the substantial and competent burden ... this does not mean that 
medical reports are inadequate per se when there is no contrary medical evidence." Id. 
40. Claimant argues that he suffers from severe back and leg pain as a result of a 
herniated disc at L5-S 1. He further argues that the disc injury was caused by his 2004 accident 
and aggravated by his 2008 accident. However, Claimant offers no expert medical testimony in 
support of this contention, and the medical evidence in the record is insufficient to establish 
causation. In Claimant's opening brief, he cites to "the St. Alphonsus records by Sandra 
Thompson on the 28th of June 2004" as proof that Claimant's 2004 accident caused a disc 
herniation. Yet Dr. Thompson's note does not support this contention; in its entirety, her June 28, 
2004 note reads: 
Mr. Serrano suffers from lovver back pam as the result of a 
herniated disc. He has had two epidural steroid injections and 
returns today stating that his pain is a level of 0/10 (10 being 
unbearable). At this point, he is discharged from this clinic and 
will only be seen in follow-up should his pain return. I would like 
to thank Dr. Johnston for this referral. 
D. Ex. K, p. 116. While this note demonstrates Dr. Thompson's belief that Claimant's disc 
herniation caused his pain, it does not even mention Claimant's industrial accident, let alone 
purport that the accident caused a herniated disc. 
41. The closest Dr. Thompson came to offering a causation opinion in 2004 \Vas in 
her June 7, 2004 note. On that date, Dr. Thompson gave Claimant his first epidural steroid 
injection. She wrote: 
Mr. Serrano is a 41-year-old gentleman who sustained an accident 
at work where he fell from a second story roof that resulted in 
fractured ribs and new onset low back pain. His MRl shows a disc 
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bulge at L4-5, a posterior [annular] disc bulge at L5-S 1, and a 
central and left pararnedian subligarnentous disc protrusion with 
some impingement on S l nerve root... impression at 
is low back pain most due to disc protrusion at L5-
S l; however, the patient does have facet arthrosis which might 
have been aggravated by his fall. 
D. Ex. K, p. 113. It could be inferred from this note that Dr. Thompson believed there was a 
connection between Claimant's fall and his herniated disc othenvise, it is unlikely that she 
would have mentioned the accident but an inferred opinion is not enough to prove causation 
where there is conflicting evidence in the record. 
42. Dr. Johnston, as Claimant's primary treating physician, was in the best position to 
assess Claimant's overall condition and the causes of his various symptoms in 2004; he had the 
most information about Claimant's condition and saw him on a regular basis. According to his 
notes, Dr. Johnston believed Claimant's back pain was mostly related to degenerative changes, 
or possibly to a "symptomatic disc problem." See if 12 above. In a letter to Surety, he opined that 
Claimant's "discogenic back problems" preexisted the accident but had been "exacerbated" by it. 
D. I, p. 88. Dr. Johnston did not explain the degree to which the accident aggravated 
Claimant's condition, and he did not attribute any permanent impairment to Claimant's accident. 
Thus, it may be presumed that Dr. Johnston either did not believe that the exacerbation was 
permanent or did not believe that Claimant's disc herniation was a condition that qualified for a 
permanent impairment rating. Without further elaboration from Dr. Johnston, his records are 
inadequate to establish that on a more likely than not basis, the subject accident permanently 
aggravated Claimant's preexisting low back disease. 
43. There is no indication in the record that Claimant sought treatment for back pain 
between July 2004 and January 2008, with the exception of one visit to Dr. Johnston in 
November 2004. Claimant was able to return to his time-of-injury position. This supports Dr. 
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Johnston's conclusion that Claimant attained medical stability in June 2004. 
44. Following Claimant's second accident in January 2008, he was treated first by Dr. 
Verska and then by Dr. Doerr. Dr. Verska ordered an MRI of Claimant's spine, which 
showed no change from the 2004 MRI. These two MRis constitute objective medical evidence 
that Claimant's 2008 accident neither caused nor worsened Claimant's herniated disc. Dr. 
Verska's notes contain no opinion on the issue of whether Claimant's 2004 accident caused his 
disc herniation. 
45. Dr. Doerr attempted to ascertain the source of Claimant's back and leg pain, 
ultimately concluding, based on Claimant's discograms, his unreliable presentation, and his 
nonorganic symptoms, that Claimant's discs were unlikely to be causing his pain. According to 
Dr. Doerr's notes, Dr. Binegar concurred. Dr. Doerr believes that Claimant's recurrent back 
symptoms are most likely due to his preexisting degenerative disc disease rather than to 
Claimant's 2008 industrial accident. He reasoned that there was no significant change from 
Claimant's 2004 MRI to his February 2008 or October 2008 MRis; Claimant's lumbar spine 
looked about the same in late 2008 as it did in early 2004. Claimant's subjective complaints 
constitute the only evidence that his condition worsened after his 2008 accident, and, as we 
stated above, Claimant is not a wholly reliable witness. Dr. Doerr, Dr. Rogers, and even Dr. 
Thompson observed that Claimant reported symptoms that were inconsistent, non-concordant, or 
nonorgan1c. 
46. Essentially, what we know is this. In January 2004, Claimant fell from a roof. He 
suffered various injuries, including transverse process fractures, a pelvic fracture, possible rib 
fractures, and impingement syndrome. His shoulder was initially the major source of his pain, 
but after a successful surgery, his back pain became his major complaint. His treating physician 
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at the time, Dr. Johnston, ordered an MRJ, which showed degenerative changes and a herniated 
disc. Dr. Johnston believed that Claimant's discogenic problems preexisted the accident but were 
exacerbated by it. Unfortunately, Dr. Johnston did not detail the extent of the exacerbation or 
state whether he believed it was permanent. His decision not to assign any permanent 
impairment to Claimant's accident arguably reflects his belief that the accident had not caused 
any permanent change to Claimant's condition. Regardless, without more, his records are 
insufficient to meet Claimant's burden of proof. 
47. In January 2008, Claimant suffered another accident. He reported severe back 
pain, but an MRI demonstrated that his lumbar spine condition was unchanged from 2004. Other 
than Claimant's subjective, unreliable complaints, there is simply no evidence that his condition 
was made worse. 
48. The burden of proof lies with Claimant. While there are some cases in which 
causation may be proven through medical records alone, this is not one of those cases. Dr. 
Thompson's medical records, on which Claimant relies, contain conclusory statements at best. 
Her records do not draw clear lines, supported by well-reasoned analysis, that connect 
Claimant's accidents to his disc herniation, and his disc herniation to his pain; and vvhile Dr. 
Johnston did opine that Claimant's accident exacerbated his preexisting condition, Dr. Johnston 
did not detail the nature of the exacerbation and whether it was permanent. Though it is certainly 
possible that Claimant's disc herniation was caused or worsened by his 2004 accident, it is not 
enough for Claimant to show that it is possible. He must show that it is probable. 
49. Claimant has failed to prove that the condition for which he claims benefits was 
caused by either his 2004 or 2008 industrial accidents. Because he has failed to prove causation, 
he has failed to prove entitlement to additional benefits. Having failed to show entitlement to 
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additional benefits, he has also failed to show that Defendants unreasonably denied or delayed 
payment benefits. Therefore, Claimant is not entitled to attorney fees. 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 
Based on the foregoing analysis, the undersigned Commissioners conclude that: 
1. Claimant failed to prove that the condition for which he claims benefits was 
caused by either his 2004 or 2008 industrial accidents. 
2. Other issues are moot. 
3. Pursuant to Idaho Code § 72-718, this decision is final and conclusive as to all 
matters adjudicated. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
Thomas P. Baskin, Chairman 
ATTEST: 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS LA \V, AND ORDER - 32 
I hereby certify that on 
FINDINGS OF 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
-----"'--"'""----day of March, 2013, a true and correct copy of the 
CONCLUSIONS OF was served by 
regular United States Mail upon each of the following: 
RICHARD L HAMMOND 
811 E CHICAGO 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
SAM JOHNSON 
405 S 8 TH ST STE 250 
BOISE ID 83701 
KENTWDAY 
PO BOX 6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
eb 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND ORDER - 33 
L S. 
PA 
811 East Chicago Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 453 - 4857 
Facsimile: (208) 453 4861 
Attorney for Claimant-Appellant 
c 0 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRJAL COMMISSION OF 
FRANCISCO SERRA.NO 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Claimant-Appellant 
V. 
FOUR SEASON FRAMING 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants-Respondents. 
LC. No. 2004-501845 
LC. No. 2008-004757 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENTS AND THE PARTY'S ATTORNEY OF 
RECORD, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Claimant-Appellant, Francisco Serrano, appeals against the above 
named respondents, to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Final Order entered in the 
above entitled proceeding by Chairman Thomas Limbaugh presiding and 
Commissioner R.D. Maynard and Commissioner Thomas E. Limbaugh; Claimant-
Appellant appeals the following: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
a. Order Denying Claimant's Motion for Protective Order signed the 23rd of 
February, 2010 Chairman Maynard. 
b. Order Denying Reconsideration signed the 24th February 11 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Baskin. 
Chairman 
c. Order Denying Reconsideration signed the 21st of December 2010 by 
Commissioner Limbaugh and Commissioner Baskin. 
d. Order signed on the 7rh of September 20 l 0 by Chairman Maynard, Commissioner 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Baskin. 
e. Second Order Granting Extension signed the i 11 of November 2011 by Chairman 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Maynard. 
f. Order Regarding Objection to Deposition signed on the 15th of August 2011 by 
Chariman Limbaugh and Commissioner Maynard. 
g. Order Denying Claimant's Objections to and during the Deposition and testimony 
of Dr. Timothy Doerr. 
h. Finding Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order signed on the 20th day of March 
2013 by Chairman Baskin, Commissioner Maynard and Commissioner Limbaugh. 
; The Claimant-Appellant has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the orders 
described in paragraph number one above may be appealed under and pursuant to LC. § 
72-1368(9) and I.AR. 14(b ). 
3. The Claimant-Appellant's preliminary statement of the issues is as follows: 
a. Did the Industrial Commission err as a matter of law or abuse their discretion 
when the Claimant was refused a protective order under his 5th Amendment 
Constitutional Right as outlined in his Motion for a Protective Order and Motions 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 2 
for Reconsideration for a Protective Order. 
b. Did the Industrial Commission err as a matter or abuse discretion 
when the Claimant was ordered to waive his 5th Constitutional Right to remain 
silent or be denied his benefits under Idaho Workers Compensation Laws. 
c. Did the Industrial Commission err as a matter of law or abuse their discretion 
when they overruled Claimant-Appellant's objections regarding the testimony and 
deposition of Dr. Timothy Doerr. 
d. Did the Industrial Commission abuse their discretion when they determined the 
Claimant-Appellant was not entitled to the Medical Benefits (palliative, curative, 
and otherwise), whether incurred and not paid or whether not incurred and 
Impairment Rating pursuant to LC. 72-432(1, 7) 
e. Did the Industrial Commission abuse their discretion when they determined the 
Claimant-Appellant was not entitled to Total or Partial Temporary Disability 
benefits pursuant to LC. 72-408. 
f. Did the Industrial Commission abuse their discretion when they determined the 
Claimant-Appellant was not entitled to Attorney Fees pursuant to LC. 72-804. 
4. No order has been entered sealing any portion of the record. 
5. The Claimant-Appellant requests the reporter's entire standard transcript of all hearings 
including hearings on Motions as defined in Rule 25( c) LA.R. 
6. The Claimant-Appellant requests that the following documents be included in the 
Industrial Commission's record in addition to those automatically included under Rule 28 
LA.R. 
a. All transcripts, notes, records a11d audios of all telephonic and in person hearings 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 3 
and telephonic conferences including but not limited to: 
L July 28, 2011 
July 27, 11 
m. December 21. 2010 
iv. August 12, 2010 
b. All exhibits offered, whether or not admitted. 
c. All Orders, Motions, Briefs, Responses, Affidavits, Complaints, Answers and 
other documents filed herein. 
7. I certify: 
a. That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each reporter of whom a 
transcript has been requested as named below and at the address set out in the 
Certificate of Service below. 
b. That the clerk of the Idaho Industrial Commission will be paid the estimated fee 
for preparation of the reporter's transcript and record. 
c. That the appellate filing fee has been paid. 
d. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to Rule 
20. 
Attorney for the Appellant-Claimant 
-==:_::_.::_:~=~=-~~=-"-~= I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was sent on this 30th day of April 2013, to the parties and method 
outlined below: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 4 
Kent W. Day 
Offices of ~-····~·· 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83720 
Fax: (800) 972-3213 
Day 
IDAHO SUPREME COURT 
451 W. State St. 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone (208) 334-2210 
IDAHO INDUSTRLl\L COMMISSION 
P.O. Box 83720-0041 
Boise, ID 83 720 
700 S. Clearwater Lane, Boise, ID 83712 
Judicial Division 
Fax (208) 334-23211332-7558 
M. Dean Willis 
PO Box 1241 
Eagle, ID 83616 
Email: mdwillisl@msn.com 
DATED THIS 
Attorney for the Appellant-Claimant 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
2013 
Hand Delivered 
Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
E-mail 
~ 
D 
D 
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CERTIFICA TIO~ 
Assistant Secretary the 
State of Idaho, CERTIFY the 
Notice Appeal, Findings of Fact, Conclusions and and whole m 
IC case number 2004-501845 and 2008 7 Francisco Serrano. 
WITNESS \VHEREOF, I set hand the official of 
·s 1st day 12. 
CERTIFICATION -FRi\NCISCO SERR4..NO - 1 
CERTIFICATION OF RECORD 
undersigned Secretary the 
certify the record true and correct copies all 
and papers designated to be included in Record Supreme Court 
40970 on appeal the Appellate Rules ".'Jotice Appeal, 
pursuant to the provisions of Rule 28(b ). 
I further certify that exhibits offered or admitted in this proceeding, if are correctly 
in the Exhibits. Said be lodged with the Supreme Court upon settlement 
Reporter's Transcript and Agency's Record herein. 
CERTIFICATION OF RECORD (FRl\NCISCO SERRl\NO - 40970) - 1 
BEFORE SUPREME OF STATE OF 
SERR.'\NO, 
SUPREME COl:RT NO. 40970 
iAppellant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
NOTICE OF COMPLETION 
'. 
'· 
FOUR SEASONS FR'-\MfNG, Employer, and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST fNSURANCE 
CO RPO RI\ TION, Surety, 
Defendants/Respondents. 
KENYON. Clerk the Courts 
Richard L Hammond, for Claimant/Appellant 
Kent \V. Day. Defendants/Respondents 
HEREBY NOTIFIED that Agency's Record was completed on this 
pursuant to 24(a) and Rule 27la), Idaho Appellate Rules, copies of the same been served 
regular U.S. mail upon each of the following: 
Richard L. Hammond 
811 East Chicago Street 
Caldwell. ID 83605 
Kent W. Day 
PO Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707 
YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that, pursuant to Rule 29(a), Idaho Appellate Rules, 
parties have twenty-eight days from this in which to file objections to Agency's Record, 
including requests for corrections, additions or deletions. In the event no objections to the Agency's 
NOTICE OF COMPLETION (FRJ\.NCISCO SERRANO - 40970) - 1 
are day Reporter's and Record 
DATED 13. 
NOTICE OF COMPLETION (FRl\NCISCO SERR"-NO 40970) - 2 
05118/2013 11:47 2El84534B51 
RlCHARD L. HAMMOND, I. S. B. #6993 
HAMMOND LAW OFFICE, PA 
811 East Chicago Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 453-4857 
Facsimile: (208) 453-4861 
Attorney for Claimant 
HAMMOND LAW OFFICE 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO 
Claimant, 
v. 
FOUR SEASON FRAMING 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INS. CORP., 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
LC. No: 2004-501845 
OBJECTION AND MOTION TO 
AUGMENT THE RECORD 
REQUEST FOR HEARING DA TE 
LA.R. 28 and 29 
PAGE 02/05 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GfVEN THAT the above named Claimant-Appellant, Francisco Serrano, 
Objects regarding the Agency Record and requests, pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule 28 and 
29(a), that the record be augmented. 
1. The Claimant-Appellant Appellant, Francisco Serrano, Appealed the following Orders: 
a. Order Denying Claimant's Motion for Protective Order signed the 23rd of 
February, 2010 by Chairman Maynard. 
b. Order Denying Reconsideration signed the 24th ofFebruaty 2011 by Chairman 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Baskin. 
c. Order Denying Reconsideration signed the 21st of December 2010 by 
Commissioner Limbaugh and Commissioner Baskin. 
OBJECTION AND MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD; 
REQUEST FOR HEARING DA TE 1. 
05/18/2013 11:47 HAMMOND LAW OFFI PAGE 03/05 
d. Order signed on the 7th of September 2010 by Chairman Maynard, Commissioner 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Baskin. 
e. Second Order Granting Extension signed the 7th of November 2011 by Chairman 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Maynard. 
f. Order Regarding Objection to Deposition signed on the 15th of August 2011 by 
Chariman Limbaugh and Commissioner Maynard. 
g. Order Denying Claimant's Objections to and during the Deposition and testimony 
of Dr. Timothy Doerr. 
h. Finding of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order signed on the 2o•h day of March 
2013 by Chairman Baskin, Conunissioner Maynard and Commissioner Limbaugh. 
2. The Claimant-Appellant requested in his Notice of Appeal the reporter's entire standard 
transcript of all hearings including hearings on Motions as defined in Rule 25(c) I.A.R. 
3. The Claimant-Appellant also requested in his Notice of Appeal that the following 
documents be included in the Industrial Commission's record in addition to those 
automatically included under Rule 28 l.A.R. 
a. All transcripts. notes, records and audios of all telephonic and in person hearings 
and telephonic conferences including but not limited to: 
i. July 28, 2011 
ii. July 27, 2011 
111. December 21, 2010 
iv. August 12, 2010 
b. All exhibits offered, whether or not admitted. 
c. All Orders, Motions, Briefs, Responses, Affidavits, Complaints, Answers and 
OBJECTION AND MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD; 
REQUEST FOR HEARING DATE 2. 
355 
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other documents filed herein. 
4. Claimant-Appellant's Agency Record received on the 27th of May 2013 did not include 
the following records and Claimant-Appellant therefore requests, pursuant to IAR 29(a), 
that the Agency Rec9rd be augmented 'With and Claimant-Appellant be provided 
including the following: 
a. Second Order Granting Extension signed the 71.b of November 2011 by Chairman 
Limbaugh and Commissioner Maynard. 
b. Defendants' Motion and Affidavit for Second Extension for Deposition of Dr. 
Doer filed on or about the 24th of October 2011. 
c. Defendant's Second Motion and Affidavit for Second Extension for Deposition of 
Dr. Doer filed on or about the 1st of November 2011. 
d. Defendants' Response to Claimant's Objection to Defendants' Notice and 
amended Notice of Taking Post Hearing Depositions filed on or about the 101h of 
August 2011. 
e. All transcripts, notes, records and audios of all telephonic and in person hearings 
and telephonic conferences including but not limited to: 
1. July 28, 2011 
n. July 27 > 2011 
m. December 21, 2010 
iv. August 121 2010 
f. All exhibits offered, whether or not admitted. 
OBJECTION AND MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD; 
REQUEST FOR HEARING DATE 3. 
05/18/2013 11:47 2084534 HAMMOND LAW OFFIC PAGE 05105 
REQUEST FOR HEARING DATE: Claimant-Appellant requests a hearing date be provided to 
have this motion heard. 
DATED THIS~ day of June 2013 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was sent on 
this J l( day of June 2013, to: Ken~ Hand Delivered 0 
Hannon & Day U.S. Mail [Y--
3505 East Overland Rd Fax ~ 
Meridian, ID 83642 Fed. Express D 
Fax: (800) 972-3213 Court Box 0 
Sam Johnson 
Jolmson & Monteleone, LLP 
405 S Eighth St Ste 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Fax: (208) 947-2424 
Fax 
OBJECTION AND MOTION TO AUGMENT THE RECORD; 
REQUEST FOR HEARING DATE 4. 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO, 
Claimant, 
V. 
FOUR SEASONS FRAMING, 
Employer, 
and 
LIBERTY NORTHWEST INSURANCE 
CORPORATION, 
Surety, 
Defendants. 
IC 2004-501845 
ORDER REGARDING 
CLAIMANT'S REQUEST 
TO AUGMENT THE 
AGENCY RECORD 
Fl LED 
-a 
INOUSTRW. COMMISSION 
On June 18, 2013, Claimant filed a request to augment the agency record pursuant to 
I.A.R. 29(a). He asks that the following items be included in the agency record: 
1. Second Order Granting Extension, signed November 7, 2011; 
2. Defendants' Motion and Affidavit for Second Extension for Deposition of Dr. Doerr, 
filed on or about October 24, 2011; 
3. Defendants Second Motion and Affidavit for Second Extension for Deposition of Dr. 
Doerr, filed on or about November 1, 2011; 
4. Defendants' Response to Claimant's Objection to Defendants' Notice and Amended 
Notice of Taking Post-Hearing Depositions, filed on or about August 10, 2011; 
5. All transcripts, notes, records and audios of all telephonic and in-person hearings and 
telephonic conferences including but not limited to: 
a. July 28, 2011; 
b. July27,2011; 
ORDER RE: CLAIMANT'S REQUEST TO AUGMENT THE AGENCY RECORD - 1 
c. December 21, 2010; 
d. August 12, 2010; 
6. All exhibits, whether or not admitted. 
Claimant requests a hearing on his motion to augment; however, a hearing is not 
necessary. The hearing transcript and exhibits, whether admitted or not, will be lodged with the 
Court, as required by the Idaho Appellate Rules. There is no need for duplication in the agency 
record. 
There are no transcripts or audio recordings for the telephone conferences that occurred 
on July 27, 2011, December 21, 2010, and August 12, 2010. Any motions, orders, or other 
documents related to those telephone conferences that are part of the Commission's legal file 
have already been included in the agency record. 
The Second Order Granting Extension, filed November 7, 2011, and Defendants' Second 
Motion to Enlarge Period for Taking the Post-Hearing Deposition of Dr. Timothy Doerr, filed 
October 25, 2011, will be included in the record. A "Second Motion and Affidavit for Second 
Extension for Deposition of Dr. Doerr, filed on or about the 1st of November 2011" is not in the 
Commission's possession and does not appear to have been filed with the Commission. We note 
that the Second Order Granting Extension refers to Defendants' October 25, 2011 filing, not to 
one made on November 1, 2011. 
Defendants' Response to Objection to Defendants' Amended Notice of Taking Post-
Hearing Depositions, filed August 10, 2011, already appears in the record at page 292. 
Based on the foregoing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT: 
1. The hearing transcript and exhibits will be lodged with the Court, as prescribed by the 
Idaho Appellate Rules. 
2. The Second Order Granting Extension, filed November 7, 2011, and Defendants' 
Second Motion to Enlarge Period for Taking the Post-Hearing Deposition of Dr. 
ORDER RE: CLAIMANT'S REQUEST TO AUGMENT THE AGENCY RECORD 2 
Timothy Doerr, filed October 25, 2011, will be added to the record. 
3. The remaining items to which Claimant refers either do not exist or are not in the 
Commission's possession. 
DATED this 1#1 day ofJuly, 2013. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
As!ist ornrnissian:::S~retary 
~ *®'$> e*'*:;: ,_,: 
""#.+ @*'*~**@"'$*<r "'v -..,.,""' 
"## ,~' CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
#'41,, ,\~'\, 
1 itfutttt"'t 
I hereby certify that on the 'ljift day of July, 2013, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing ORDER REGARDING CLAIMANT'S REQUEST TO AUGMENT THE 
AGENCY RECORD was served by regular U.S. Mail upon each of the following: 
RICHARD HAMMOND 
811 E CHICAGO ST 
CALD\VELL ID 83605 
KENT DAY 
3505 E OVERLAND RD 
MERIDIAN ID 83642 
eb 
ORDER RE: CLAIMANT'S REQUEST TO AUGMENT THE AGENCY RECORD 3 
Roger L. Brown (ISB 5504) 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax(800)972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE ST ATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, ) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) l.C. No. 2008-004757 
Claimant, ) 
) 
v. ) SECOND MOTION TO ENLARGE 
) PERIOD FOR TAKING THE POST-
Four Seasons Framing, ) HEARING DEPOSITION OF DR. 
) TIMOTHY DOERR 
Employer, ) 
) 
and ) 
) 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Corp., ) 
) 
Surety, ) 
) 
~~~~~D_ef_e_nd_a_n_ts_·~~~~~~~) 
COME NOW Defendants, by and through their attorney of record, and pursuant to 
J.R.P. 3(E)(1) and 10 E(3), file the instant Second Motion to Enlarge Period For Taking the 
Post-Hearing Deposition of Dr. Timothy Doerr ("Motion"). In support of their Motion, 
Defendants state as follows: 
1. Defendants originally scheduled treating physician Dr. Doerr's post-hearing 
deposition, with approval from both Claimant and Dr. Doerr, for August 18, 2011 at 3:00 
p.m. 
Pg. 1 - SECOND MOTION TO ENLARGE PERIOD FOR TAKING THE POST-
HEARING DEPOSITION OF DR. TIMOTHY DOERR 
2. On August 11, 2011, Defendants learned from Dr. Doerr's staff that due to a 
scheduling conflict, Dr. Doerr was unable to testify on August 18 and thus requested the 
deposition be rescheduled for August 15, 2011 at 10:00 a.m. 
3. Although Defendants were available on August 15, Claimant was unable to 
accommodate Dr. Doerr's requested scheduling change due to prior commitments. 
4. Dr. Doerr's next available date for his post-hearing deposition in this case 
was October 20, 2011. Defendants received approval from Claimant to schedule the 
deposition for this new date and served an amended deposition notice. 
5. Due to a scheduling error, Defendants will not be able to attend the October 
20, 2011 deposition setting and respectfully request an extension of time in which to take 
Dr. Doerr's deposition, to and including December 1, 2011 at 3:00 p.m. 
6. Claimant has been contacted and has given approval for the rescheduling of 
Dr. Doerr's deposition to December 1, 2011 at 3:00 p.m. 
7. As required by J.R.P. 1 O(E)(3), Defendants respectfully maintain the above 
information constitutes good cause for the Commission to extend the time limits by which 
they are required to take their post-hearing deposition in this case. 
8. Therefore, Defendants respectfully move to enlarge the period for taking Dr. 
Doerr's deposition to and including December 1, 2011. After Defendants receive a copy of 
the transcript from that deposition, they intend to file a written request with the Commission 
for a briefing schedule. 
t 
Respectfully submitted this£ day of October, 2011. 
Pg. 2 - SECOND MOTION TO ENLARGE PERIOD FOR TAKING THE POST-
HEARING DEPOSITION OF DR. TIMOTHY DOERR 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
Roge . Brown 
Attor ey for Defendants 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the)/ S.!, day of October, 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage prepaid, upon the 
following at the address indicated: 
Richard L. Hammond 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Sam Johnson 
Attorney at Law 
405 S. Eighth St., Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83701 
Pg. 3-SECOND MOTION TO ENLARGE PERIOD FOR TAKING THE POST-
HEARING DEPOSITION OF DR. TIMOTHY DOERR 
Roger L. Brown (ISB 5504) 
LAW OFFICES OF HARMON & DAY 
6213 N. Cloverdale Road, Ste. 150 
P.O. Box 6358 
Boise, ID 83707-6358 
Telephone (208) 327-7561 
Fax(800)972-3213 
Employees of the Liberty Mutual Group 
Attorneys for Defendant 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Francisco Serrano, 
Claimant, 
v. 
Four Seasons Framing, 
Employer, 
and 
Liberty Northwest Insurance Corp., 
Surety, 
) l.C. No. 2004-501845 
) l.C. No. 2008-004757 
) 
) 
) AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
) OF MOTION FOR SECOND 
) ENLARGEMENT OF TIME IN 
) WHICH TO SCHEDULE 
) DEPOSITION OF DR. TIMOTHY 
) DOERR 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
----------------
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 
County of Ada ) 
Roger L. Brown being first duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says as follows, to 
wit: 
1. That he is the attorney for the Defendants in the above-entitled action. 
2. That the deposition of Dr. Timothy Doerr was scheduled to take place on 
October 20, 2011. 
1 - AFFIDAVIT 
J 
3. That due to a scheduling error, Defendants are unable to attend Dr. Doerr's 
deposition on October 20, 2011. 
4. Defendants have notified Dr. Doerr and Claimant of the scheduling error. 
5. Dr. Doerr and Claimant have agreed to reschedule the deposition for 
December 1, 2011, at 3:00 p.m. 
FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT. 
Attorney for Defendants 
I] 1st SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this ,,,4, - day of October, 2011. 
,,, ......... ,,, 
,,,, 11 lRD ,,,, 
.. \> " ,,, 
...... .{"'\ ..... ·•••••••• * .... 
.... ....... "' . .. 
,: r.-,-_. •. -:, 
~ .:::: ..ot'"'~y •• ~ 
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• '• .., .... • .r. • • : • .,,,,.. ,v : : 
... \ v" • ~ 
; ... p\l~ l~f 
~ . .. ":\" . 
Residing ifC='(jl/f , Idaho 
Notary Public for Idaho / j 
Commission Expires: _Cf_,,_,l,_.LY-
1 
_,,_2/)_'--"J lo"'-------
...... .. •••••••• \,<:) 
"• •... s1'ATE o~ .... CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
. . .... 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That on the 11 sS day of October, 2011, a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing document was served by first class mail, postage prepaid upon the 
following: 
Richard L. Hammond 
Attorney at Law 
811 E Chicago St 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
2 - AFFIDAVIT 
Sam Johnson 
Attorney at Law 
405 S. 3th Street, Suite 250 
Boise, ID 83702 
BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL COMl\USSION OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
FRANCISCO SERRANO, ) 
Claimant, ) 
v. ) IC 2004-501845 
) 
FOUR SEASONS FRAMING, ) 
) SECOND ORDER 
Employer, ) GRAi'"'TING EXTENSION 
and ) 
) 
ILE LIBERTY NORTHV/EST INS. CORP., ) 
) NOV -7 2011 Surety, ) 
Defendants. ) INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
On October 25, 2011 Defendants filed a Second Motion to Enlarge Period for Taking the 
Post-Hearing Deposition of Dr. Timothy Doerr. Defendants now state that they will not be able 
to attend the October 20, 2011 deposition and request an extension. The next date available to 
all parties is December 1, 2011. Defendants further state that they have received approval from 
Claimant to schedule the deposition for December 1, 2011. 
Finding good cause to enlarge the period for the taking of Dr. Doerr's deposition, the 
Commission GRANTS Defendants' Motion. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED this 1ftt 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION 
Thomas P. Baskin, Commissioner 
SECOND ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION - 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I ' 
h . / : I) I ' I ereby certify that on the day of \ 11;11ok\,Y-l\_,/ , 2011, a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing SECOND ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION was served by regular United 
States Mail upon each of the following: 
RICHARD HAMMOND 
81 lE CHICAGO STREET 
CALD\VELL ID 83605 
ROGER L BROWN 
PO BOX 6358 
BOISE ID 83707-6358 
amw 
SECOND ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION - 2 
